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Orale can be more vnjuſt, than to treat 
a friend to religion as an enemy to it, be- 
cauſe he maintains its great articles upon more 
ſcriptural and ſolid ground, and means thereby to 
ſerve its general intereſts. The goodneſs of his 
deſign entitles him to a fair hearing from every 
friend to religion; and, with all its judicious friends, 
the explications he gives of it will receive a de- 
gree of aſſent and regard proportioned to the evi- 
dence by which they are ſupported. Theſe maxims 


of common ſenſe apply to all ourattempts to un- 


fold and eſtabliſh the truths of Chriſtianity, but 
particularly to the occaſion and fubje& of the 
tollowing remarks : ; | | 


.. 


> z@ 


A Treatiſe was lately- publiſhed upon the Son- 
ſhip, perſon: and offices of the Son of God, Chriſt. 
Jeſus. The deſign df the author was to 'eſtabliſh * 
that ſupreme divinity of our bleſſed Saviour which 
the ſcriptures aſcribe to him, to aſcertain his pro- 
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per perſon as Son of God, and to ſhow that theſe 


characters as held forth jn ſcripture are perfectly 
© conliſtent. As theſe are plainly article: of reveal- 
ed religion, the author reſolved to conſult care- 
fully the facred oracles, that he might know what 
they delivered with regard to them. On inquiry, 
he found, that, as to his divine eſſence, Chriſt is 
clearly affirmed to be Jehovah, the eternal, ſelf- 


exiſtent God, equally as the other perſons in the 


ſacred Trinity; that, in his perſonal character, 
he is held forth as the Logos, or Divine Word, 


who in the beginning was with God, and was God, 


and by whom all things were created, John i. 1. 
And that this'divine eternal Word, when incarnate 
by the divine power, in the womb, and born of 


the virgin Mary, is uniformly repreſented in this 


his perfon of Immanuel, as the Son of God, When- 
ever Chriſt's generation is mentioned in ſcripture, 
he found it related to this incarnation of the ſe- 
cond perſon of the Godhead, the co eternal 
Word: whenever he is repreſented as Son of God, 
he is underſtood as the Word made Fleſh. All the 
- prophets who mention him as Son ef Cod, fore- 
told him to be ſo as God-man the Methah, aud 
Chriſt himſelf, and his apoſtles and evangeliſts, 


= > hold him forth as Son of God in this moſt natural 
*'ſenſe, and in this only. | 


This explication of our Saviour's Sonſhip, as 
it has the unanimous ſupport of the inſpired wri- 
ters, ſo the author believed that it muſt alſo be 
attended with ſeveral: happy conſequences in the 
Chriſtian religion. It preſerves inviolate the Tri- 
nity of Perſons in the unity of the divine eſſence, 
which the ſcriptures ſo clearly reveal; and ex- 
plains theſe conſubſtantial Perſons more agreeably 


to the immutability of the divine eſſence, and the 


equality of theſe Per ſons, than the grounds of their 


ſubliſtence 
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| ſubſiſterice and diſtinction received in the ſchools, 2 25 5 


of one of theſe perſons begetting another, who yet 
in eſſence is ſ{elf-exiſtent, and a third receiving his 
ſubſiſtence from the two former by proceſſiun, who 
yet is equally ſelf-exiſtent as the other two from 
whom he is ſuppoſed to re It. gives the di- 
vine perſon of our bleſſed Saviour that equality 
in every reſpect with every other divine perſon 
in the co-eſſential Trinity, and fo frees his divini- 
ty from all the objections to which, from the doc- 
trine of its being generated, it has been ſo. much 
expoſed. It explains this generation and Sonſhip of 
Chriſt, not only in a way that. is more intelligible, 
but in perfect correſpondence with every account 
given of them in fcripture, and in perfect conliſt- 
ence with his ſupreme divinity, which the ſacred 
oracles fo clearly declare, and which the Chriſti- 
an church ovght ever to hold firm as the great 
foundation of our faith and hope. | 5 
Under theſe convictions, the author communl- 
cated his thoughts on this ſubjett to fome of the 
molt learned and judicious of his acquaintance in 
both parts of the kingdom, who adviſed the publi- 
cation of them, as What might ſet this important 
article of our faith in a more ſeriptural and juſt 
light. The book was printed and publiſhed at 
London, that it might circulite the more ealily 
into thoſe places where the divinity of our Bleſſed: 
Saviour has been denied or impugned. That irs 
reception might depend ſolely on its own evidence, 
without the imalleſt prepoſſeſfion or prejudice ta- 
ken from the author, he only ſigniſied his profeſ« 
ion, without prefixing tis name. Above a year 
has now elapſed fince it was publiſhed : The au- 
thor has had the ſatisfaQion to find, that its re- 
ception has not been unfavourable, - Many di- 
vines, as well as private Chriſtians, have been 
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_ _Eonvinced that the explication of our Saviour's 
-  . Sonſhip, therein contained, is the ſcriptural and 
juſt one: and even thoſe perſons, who heſitated 
to receive it, have been obliged to acknowledge 
that it is ſupported by much evidence of ſcripture ; 
that of all explications of this great article,. which 
they have ſeen, it is the moſt rational and intelligible, 
the moſt conſiſtent with the felf-exiſtent and ſu- 
preme divinity of our adorable Redeemer, and 
that it places this fundamental principle of our re- 
ligion in the molt exalted light. If any attacked 
it, the author expected it would be ſome abettors 
of the Arian or Socinian principles, as .againſt 
theſe the book was evidently deſigned. None how- 
ever appeared in oppoſition to it, till the Reve- 
rend Me. Adam Gib, miniſter of the Seceding aſ- 
ſociate congregation at Edinburgh, thought pro- 
per, firſt to preach againſt it, and then to publiſh. 
his ſermon, In this diſcourſe, Mr. Gib abſurdly 
thinks, that the author of the book he condemns 
robs the bleſſed Saviour of his glory, when he 
gives him a neceſſarily-exiſtent and ſelf-exiſtent 
divine perſon, rather than a begotten one; and 
explains his generation and Sonſhip in the only 
way that can conſiſt with his poſſeſſing every di- 
vine perfection. He attempts to prove the et er- 
nal generatiou of Chriſt in his divine perſon, ra- 
ther than give him a ſelf-exiſtent perſonality, equal 
with the firſt perſon ; but many of his arguments 
contain not the leaſt intimation either of genera- 
tion or Sonſhip; and of thoſe which do, not one 
of them affirms his generation from eternity, as 
the divine Word ; but all of them relate to him as 
the Word made flefh, and hold him forth as the 
Son of God in this perſon and character. He en- 
deavours to. refute the explication of Chriſt's Son- 
ſhip in the treatiſe mentioned; but his refutation 
js little elſe than a moſt diſingenuous miſrepreſen- 
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tation of it: Nay, in attempting to find out, and 
| errors on others, he has diſcovered his own+- 


ſome of which tend not a little to ſubvert ſeveral 
important articles of the Chriſtian religion, both 
in faith and practice. Theſe things are {o obvious 
to every intelligent man, who will take the trouble 


to compare Mr. Gib's fernion with the treatife he 


attacks, that many of ths author's moſt judicious 
friends adviſed him to paſs it over as unworthy of 


notice. He himſelf was for ſome time of the fame: 


opinion. And indeed. if. Mr. Gib had only attempt, 
ed to refute the explication of the Sonſſiip men- 


tioned, and to eſtabhth another, the author could 
eaſily have ſubmitted to the impartial world, which 


was ſupported by the molt convincing evidence. 


But as he has moſt groſsly miſrepreſented that ex- 


[uence extends, to excite prejudices againſt the 
Treatiſe and its Author, he has refolved to do 


juſtice to truth and to himſelf, by fairly expoſing 
the fa ſe reaſoning, unfair repreſentation, and 


dingerous errors, contained in that fermon, that 
the World may ſee where the charge of error and 
hereſy truly falls. 


„ 


In reviewing a ſermon, I ſhall proceed ſome- 


what in the method of ſermons, and therefore, 


I. I ſhall examine the ſcriptures Mr. Gib has 


oduced to prove, that our bleſſed Saviour has 
his divine ſubſiſt cel as a perion in the Godhead 
by generation, and is Son of God from eternity 


in this ſenſe; and ſhall ſhow, that they prove no 


ſuch doctrine, but ſomething very different. 


II. I ſhall exhibit the diſingenuous miſrepreſen - 
tation which Mr. Gib hath given of my explica- 
tion of our Saviour's Sonſhip as.God-man ;,and . 

| $7 th how, 
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ſhow; that it is not attended with thoſe things 
with which he falſely charges it. 
III. I mall point out ſome of thoſe errors Mr. 
Gib hath advanced in his ſermon ſubverſive of the 
articles of our holy religion, that the world may 
be aware of principles ſo heretical and dangerous; 
aud then ſhall conclude the whole by ſome proper 
reflections, | | . , 


I. I am to examine the ſcriptures Mr. Gib has 
brought to prove, that our bleſſed Saviour has his 
divine ſubliftence, as a Perſon in the Godhead 
by generation, and is Son of God from eternity in 
this ſenſe; and ſhall ſhew; that they prove no 
ſuch doctrine, but ſomething very different. 
Mr. Gib begins his proof of Chriſt's eternal 
generation, by affirming, (p. 16.) That ſome 
« ſcriptures give direct evidence, that his gene- 
„% ration was from all eternity.“ By direct evi- 
dence 15 meant, that ſome ſcriptures expreſsly de- 
clare, that the Firſt Perſon of! the Godhead from 
eternity begat the Second Perſon, the Son; that 
this divine co-eſſential Perſon does not exiſt by the 
the iame neceſſary ſelf-exiflence with the Firſt 
Perſon, but by a generation; or, that the Firſt 
Perfon is from eternity the Father of the Second 
Perſon; and the Second Perſon is, from all eter- 
nity, his begotten Son. This is the meaning of 
direct evidence, as underſtood by all men, and as 
here ſtated by Mr. Gib himſelf. But has Mr. Gib 
produced any ſuch paſlages of ſcripture in proof 
of his affirmation ? Not one. The reaſon is ob- 
vious: There is not any ſuch paſlage to be found 
in all the Book of God. More than a hundred 
times is God mentioned in ſcripture as the Father 
of Chriſt; but never once is he called his Eternal 
Father, or ſaid to have begotten him as to bis di- 

| | Nine 
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1 
wine Perſon, or to have begotten him from eter- 
nity. More than a hundred times is Chriſt called 
in ſcripture the Son of God, but not once his e- 
ternal Son. His divine ſubſiſtence as a perſon in 
the Godhead is often declared; but never once 
is it declared, or ſo much as hinted; that he holds 
that divine ſubſiſtence by generation. God is of- 
ten called his Father, but never as he is God a- 
lone, or the Second Perſon of the Godhead, but 
as he is God-man, the Meſſiah, Chriſt is often 
called God's Son, but never his Eternal Son. In 
his. divine perſonality, he is repreſented as having 
the ſame eſſence, and neceſſary exiſtence, with 
the Firſt Perſon, and is therefore called Jehovah, 
the Everlaſting Father, Iſa. ix. 6.; the Word who 
was in the beginning with God, and who was 
God, John i 1.; but never once is God the Fa- 
ther affirmed to have begotten this co- eternal and 
co- eſſential Subſiſtence with him in the ſame God- 
head; nor is Chriſt ever ſaid to have been begot- 
ten from eternity in this his divine Perſon. 
Where then is the direct evidence from ſerip- 
ture, of Chriſt's eternal generation in his divine 
perſon, which Mr. Gib has affirmed ? If Mr. Gib 
could have found this direct evidence, as a friend 
to truth he ſhould have produced it, aad every 
ſincere Chriſtian would have yielded to its autho- 
rity. If he knew there was no ſuch evidence, how; 
as an honeſt man, could he affirm it? This is ex- 
poſing both himſelf and his cauſe to very great 
ſuſpicions. If the generation of the Second Per- 
ſon in the Godhead from eternity by the Firſt 
had been a truth, a truth of ſuch capital ifrport- 
ance in the Chriſtian ſyſtem, and ſo eſſeg dal to 
the faith and ſalvation of mankind as Mr. Gib of- 
ten repreſents it, we might reaſonably have ex- 
pected that in ſome paſſage or other of revelation, 
it would have been expreſsly affirmed : ee 
| ince 
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of God, begotten by him from all eternity. We 


Knee it is not affirmed; nay; ſince among ſome 
hundreds of times this great article is revealed in 
ſcripture, and God called the Father of Chriſt, 


but never his Eternal Father; and Chriſt the Son 


of God, his begotten Son, but never once his E. 
ternat Son, or ſaid once to have been begotten in 
his divine Perſon from eternity, but ſignified te 
be begotten in his incarnation! in time, we have 


every reaton to believe, that his generation and 


Sonthip, as mentioned in ſcripture, relate not to 
the ſubliſtence of his divine perſon as God, but to 


the conflitution and production of his mediatorial 


Perſon as God-man. And 1 muſt be plain to tell 
Mr. Gib, that as the total filence of ſeripture as 
to the eternal generation and Sonſhip of the divine 
Perſon of Chriſk, when yet the exiſteiice, eter- 
nity, and divinity, of that Perfon are fo often re- 


33 is a ftrong prefumptive evidence againſt 


is opinion: So his affirming there is direct evi- 
gence for that opinion, when he knew there was 
no ſuch evidence, will, with every judicious: man, 
militate as much againſt the credit of his other 
proofs of it; for never ſure, can we. truſt a man 
in matter of argument, When he ſhows us in the 
very entry on it, that we cannot truſt him in 
matter of fact. 48 | 
Senſible that he could produce no direct evi- 
dence, of the generation of Chriſt's divinity, Mr. 
Gib proceeds to bring his other evidence. It 


.confiits of che principal paffages of ſcripture which 


have been ' uſually brought to prove that the Se- 
cond Perſon of the Godhead exiſts not by the 
ſame ſelf-exiſtence, or neceffary exiſtence, by which 
the divine eſſence, or Firſt Perſon in that eſſence, 


are held to exiſt; but that his divine Perſon in 


the Godhead ſubfifts by generation by the Firſt. 
Perſon, and is to be-confidered itt this ſenſe as Son 


mall 


ok 


4 
mall proceed likewiſe with all poſſible care to ex- 
amine them, and by every juſt rule of interpret- 
ing ſcripture, to aſcertain their proper meaning; 
by which it will be ſhewn, that they hold forth 
no ſuch doctrine; but relate either to the eternal 
exiſtence of the Second Perſon in the Godhead, 


without the leaſt intimation of his being genera- 


ted; or to the generation and exhibition of that 
divine Perſon as Immanuel, holding forth Chriſt 
to be Son of God in this complex perſon. 

I. The firſt text Mr. Gib adduces to prove 
that Chriſt is Son of God, by an eternal genera- 
tion of his divine perſon, is P/2l. ii. 7. Thou art 
my Son, this day have I begotten thee. | 

I perfectly agree with Mr. Gib, that Chriſt is 
the perſon ſpoke of in theſe words; and that 


they contain the proper doctrine of his ar 


tion. Nay, I will go a ſtep farther, in affirming, 
that as they are the firſt, Fo they are the cleareſt 
declaration of this important article under the 
Old Teſtament, and ſo muſt furniſh the proper 
key to our underſtanding aright the ſubſequent re- 
velations given of it. It muſt therefore be of ca- 
pital importance, to aſcertain, on ſolid principles, 
the proper perſon here repreſented as God's be- 
gotten don ; the proper generation here affirmed 
of him, and the time when that generation and 
Sonſhip are declared to take place. Now, to aſ- 
certain accurately the juſt . meaning of this or any 


other paſſage of ſcripture, theſe three things muſt 


be careſully attended to; 1. The general ſcope of 
the paſſage ; 2. The natural connection and an- 
ing of its words; and, 3. The ſenſe in which they 
are explained, or underſtood, in other parts of 
the inſpired writings. Let us then examine this 


paſſage by theſe certain rules, and we ſhall find 


the proper generation and Sonſhip of Chr.ſt there- 
: 3 
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in mentioned to be very different from what Mf. 
Gib reprefents them, ö 1000700 Os 
) As to the general import of this pſalm, 
many judicious interpreters have held, that it re- 
lates in ſome degree to the exaltation of David to 
be king of Iſrael, as typical of the manifeſtation 
of the Meſſiah, and his advancement to his more 
glorious kingdom, and that on this account. it is 
- expreſſed ſometimes in the paſt, and ſometimes in 
the future tenſe. But the beſt interpreters are 
all agreed, that in its chief and ultimate ſcope, it 
relates to the great Meſſiah, and contains à pro- 
phecy of his birth and appearance; the oppoſition 
* ſhould receive from Jews and Gentiles, aid his 
advancement, notwithſtanding, to be Lord of the 
church and world. The Perſon who is here de- 
ſcribed in this Pſalm as Son of God, is, in the in- 
troduction to it, called WWg@p, his Meſſiah, ver. 2. 
To him the apoſtles applied it, Acts iv. 25, 26. as 
a prophecy of God, who by the mouth of his ſer- 
vant David had ſaid, Why do the heathen rage, 
% and the people imagine vain things? the kings of 
e the earth ſtood up, and the rulers were gathered 
“together, againſt the Lord and againſt his Chriſt: 
„ for of a truth, againſt thy holy Child Jefus, 
„% whom thou haſt anointed, both Herod and Pon- 
% tins Pilate, with the Gentiles and the people 
© of Iſrael, were gathered together, for to do 
« whatſoever thy hand and thy council determi- 
% ned before to be done.” Mr. Gib is obliged to 
acknowledge, that this pſalm is chiefly propheti- 
cal, becaule he could not deny it: bat ſenfible, 
that if he allowed it to be wholly prophetical, fo 
far as it regarded the Son of God Meſſiah, it would 
overturn his explication of Chriſt's Sonfhip, he, 
in oppoſition to the general ſcope of the pfalm, 
and the application of it by the apoftles, affirms 
that it was not ſo prophetical as to be a mere pro- 
_ 5 phecy 
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becy, which when relating to the ſame perſon, : 


is at leaſt a ſoleciſm in language, if not an abſur- 


dity. And then to help himſelf out of this diffi- 


culty, he erroneouſly affirms, that the ſecond per- 
ſon of the Trinity was then the Lord's anoint- 
« ed, the Chriſt, as he was then the head and un- 
« dertaking ſurety of the new covenant.” 


actually anointed of God to be the Saviour of the 
world? Does he not know, that the oil of Poe 
neſs with which Chriſt was to be anointed a 


Does he not know, that Chriſt received this di- 
vine Spirit, and only could receive him, in his hu- 
man, nature, or in his mediatorial perſon, which 
includes his human nature? Does he not ſee, that 


is evidently repreſent ed as the Son of God, begotten 
of God, anointed with his Spirit, and ſet on his holy 
hilt of Zion, at the time predicted? Which all clear- 


| Does 
not Mr. Gib yet know, that Meſſiah ſignifies one 


ove 
his fellows is the Holy Spirit without meaſure? 


this ſaine perſon, who is here foretold as Meſſiah, 


ly limit the generation of the Son of God to the incar- 


nation and manifeſtation of Chriſt. As the pſalm then 


ſows that the character Meſſiah applies to the Se- 


cond Perſon of the God head when 1ncarnate, and 
only as incarnate, ſo muſt the generation and Son- 
ſhip, which, as he is the promiſed Meſſiah, are there 
affirmed of him. But to avoid this convincing e- 
vidence, Mr. Gib muſt confound the decree ap- 
pointing the Eternal Word to become the Son of 
God, with the execution of that decree in time, 
As well might he have ſaid, that becauſe all things 


were ordained before the foundation of the world, 


all things were created too before it: or as it was 
decreed from eternity, that the Second Perſon in 
the Gochead ſhould become Immanuel, God-man, 
and in this complex perſon ſhauld diſcharge every 
office of Mediator, that he actually did fo from the 
ſame eternity. It is evident, therefore, that the 

W | ſecond 


* 
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ſecond pſalm, ſo far as it relates to the perſon and 
offices of Chriſt as Meſſiah, is wholly prophetical. 
As the divine Word, he then exiſted and acted as 
the other perſons of the Godhead, in the govern- 
ment of Iſrael, and of the world: He was to be 
looked for, and truſted in, for ſalvation as the 
promiſed Saviour: But in the character of Meſ- 
ſiah he was not actually to exiſt till his incarna- 
tion, and therefore then, and then only, was the 
generation here. predicted of him to take place, 
and he to aſſume the relation and character of the 
Son of God. : „ yy 
F - (2) What the general ſcope of the pſalm ſo 
clearly imports, every part of it, and particularly 
the text quoted, taken in its moſt natural connec- 
tion and meaning; clearly confirms. This Son of 
God, the Meſſiah, is repreſented to be ſet on God's 
holy hill of Zion. This applies well to the di- 
vine Word incarnate; but who will ſay the Second 
Perſon of the Trinity was made a king, or king 
over the church, merely by appointment of the 
Firſt Perſon, when the whole world was created 
by him, and he had every natural right of domi- 
nion over every part of it equally with the Fa- 
ther ? The ground-work of the whole conſtitution 
is laid in a divine decree, and the primary part. 
of it is the generation of this glorious perſon the 
Son of God. I will declare the decree, The 
« Lord hath ſaid unto me, Thou art my Son, this 
„% day have I begotten thee,” This, in the moſt 
natural and juſt ſenfe of the words, applies to 
Chriſt's mediatorial Perſon, or tothe incarnation of 
the eternal Word which was the reſult of the di- 
vine decree: but God forbid that any ſhould ever 
build the ſubſiſtence of his divine Perſon on any 
decree or arbitrary will or appointment of God 
whatever. This were giving up his Supreme Di- 


vinity, and were the very eſſence of Arianiſm. 
5 : | Xe | This 
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ed on in the 


which he appeared as our Saviour; and baving pry: 
heh the ſalvation of our world, was raiſed 


would give bim, the Peg for his i 
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This generation; is affirmed to take place this days yo 
0! 


that is in ſome period of time; for day is a part 
time, and in ſcripture, o day is uniformly uſed 
to repreſent ſome part of time, never once to 

. | £ = Fa. & 0 * 2 
expreſs eternity, Belides, it is ſaid to be % day, 
even at that. a important æra of time fix- 

on ivine counſels, when the Son of God 
ſhould be brought forth, and his unction as Meſſiah, 


to take place. Well does this agree with the ge 
neration and birth of Chriſt, who, as the apoſtle 
tells us, (was verily foreordained before the foun- 
% dation of the world, but was manifeſted in theſe 
&« laſt times, 1 Pet. i. 20. And to it the angel might 
allude, or at leaſt uſes the very ſame words, when 


and enthronement as King of Zion, are [7 IRE 
1 


je announced the birth of Chriſt, „ To you is 


born this day, in the city of David, a Saviour, 


„which is Chriſt the Lord, Lukeii. 11.“ But what an 


abuſe is it of language, to make a day in this place 
to ſignify eternity. which, in its natural meaning, 
and its common uſage. in {cripturz, expreſſes only 
time; or how contrary is it to every rule of right- 
ly interpreting ſcripture, to refer one part of this 
general 'prophecy of Meſſiah to eternity, when 
every other part of it, and this in the very middle 


of them, relate clearly to time? In the following 
yer, this begotten Son of God is repreſented as 


aſking of his Father, and the Father in anſwer to 
his requeſt, as giving him the heathen for his in- 
heritance, and; the uttermoſt parts of the earth 
for his poſſeſſion, Well does this agree to the Son 
of God, Meſſiah, in bis firſt and humble eſtare, in 
e the ſpecial Lord of it by his future exaltation. 
ut who can conceive of t e Second Perſon in the 
Godhead, as aſking of the Firſt Perſon, that he 
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find that this paſſage of the ſecond pſalm is quoted 


2 | . | 2 - , U 4 1 | 7 , 

and the uttermoſt parts of the earth for a poſſeſſion, 

When yet in that divine character he is the con- 
ſanck Creator, Proprietor and Lord, with him, 


not only of theſe, but of the whole univerſe? In 
ſhort, no paſſage of ſcripture is of more natural 
and eaſy interpretation in the ſenſe of our Savi- 
our's ſonſhip we have given; and perhaps none 
was ever more tortured and perverted, to make 
it apply to the explication of it which Gib and o- 
thers have received.  _ e ee 
(3) Let us conſult the applications that are 
195 of this text to our bleſſed Saviour under the 
New Teſtament, and we ſhall find, that every time 


it 18 quoted, it is quoted as holding forth the 


generation of the Son of God to conſiſt in the 


incarnation of the divine Word in time, not in 
2 generation of that Divine Perſon from eter- 
nity, Three times is this verſe quoted by the a- 

oftle Paul, whom all will acknowledge to be a 

etter interpreter of it than Mr Gib, or any man 
whatever, .{ince the days of the apoſtles; and in 
every one of them the generation of the Son of 
God is determined, as I have explained it, to the 


incarnation of the divine Logos, and his appear- 


ance as. Meſſiah or Saviour, in the fulneſs of time. 
Ihe firſt time it is quoted is in AgFs xiii. 32, 33. 
© And we declare unto you glad tidings, (ſays the 
% apoſtle,) how that the promiſe which was 
„ made unto the fathers, God bath” fulfilled the 
& ſame unto us their children, in that he hath rai- 
4 ſed up Jeſus,” as it ſhould have been tendered ; 
as it is allo. written. in the ſecond pſalm, « Thou 
« art, my Son, this day have I begotten thee.” : 
This quotation Mr. Gib affirms to relate to 
the reſurrection of Chriſt ; but if he will learn 
not to take things on truſt, but carefully to exa- 
mine them before he pronounces on them, he will 
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by the apoſtle, not in reference to Chriſt's reſur- 
region, but to his incarnation and appearance in 
the fleſh. The word ace, according to irs Rr 
etymology, ſignifies to raiſe again, and this hat] 
iled tranſlators. and interpreters . to under- 
ſand it here of Chriſt's reſurrection. But in the 
common ule. of it, by Greek writers it ſignifies 
{imply to raiſe. up, and in ſcriprure is uſed to ex- 
preſs the raiſing up or appointing prophets. or. ſa- 
viours for the benefit of mankind. Thus it is fad 
in this very book, chap. iii. .22 * A-prophet ſhall 
« the Lord your God raiſe up («5re4.) unto you 
« of your brethren, like unto me.“ And, ver. 26, 
Peter affirms this promiſe to be fulfilled in the cor 
ming of Chriſt to the Jews, © Unto you firſt, God 
having raiſed vp (at his Son 11 him 
e bleſs youz”” in both which, the raiſing My 
mentioned, relates to the firſt manifeſtation oi 
Chriſt in the fleſh, Chriſt is ſaid to be rai- 
ſed up as Mefliah in two ſenſes; firſt, When he 
was born and appeared in the world in his ſtate 0 
humiliation 3 A 4 ſecondly, When he was raiſe 
from the dead, to enter on his glory. In bot] 
theſe ſenſes does Paul in this chapter affirm him 19 
be raifed up as our Saviour. Of this man's ſeec 
ys he, hath: God, according to his promiſe, rai- 
ſed unto Iſrael a Saviour Ec; which, as the fol- 
lowing verfes demonſtrate, relates to his incatna- 
tion and offices on earth. When this his firſt e- 
ſtate was accotapliſhed, the apoſtle tells us, God 
raiſed him from the dead; which is his ſecond rai- 
ſing. The word ya, is uſed in both, but the words 
en vt From the dead, mark the diſtinction. In 
like manner, in the paſſage under conſideration, 
theſe two railings up of Chriſt are again mention- 
ed, and mentioned as having been formerly pre- 
dicted, and now accompliſhed. The firſt raiſing 
of Chriſt, viz. in his 3 is mentioned in 
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the 22d verſe; and theſe words of the ſecond 
_"pfalm, Thou art my Son, this day have I be- 
*  Sotten thee,” are quoted by the apoſtle as a pro- 
| miſe- or prediction of it. His reſurrection or ſe- 
- is cond Yaifing,” is plainly repeated in the 24th and 
= 35th verſes, and is diſtinguiſhed from his firſt rai- 
- i ling, by the words «© vxpov, from the. dead, being 
ER added to it as before, and by different paſſages > 
27 8 ſcripture being quoted as predictions of it. From 
3 3 all which it is evident, if the authority of the 
apoſtle Paul is deciſive, that the generation of the 
z0n of God, mentioned in the ſecond pfalm, is 
not 4 declaration of a character Which be had as 
zock from eternity, as the Athanafians held, nor 
predictlon that he was to become Son of God by 
his reſurrection to divine glory, as the Socinians 
maintain; but a promiſe of the incarnation of the 
Tecond' perſon of the Godhead, in the fulneſs of 
time. The generation here ſpoke of is the incar— 
nation. of the Eternal Word; the Son here fore- 
told, is the God-man Meſſiah; and the day which 
* Has been perverted to denote eternity, is juſt that 
; auſpiclous ra of time in which, by the decrees 
of God, the glorious Meſſiah was to be begotten, 
and appear for our ſal vation. 


The ſecond inſtance in which this text is quo- 

ted, is in Heb. i. 5. For unto which of the an- 

"3 gels faid heat any time, Thou art my Son, this 
Z Jay have 1 begotten thee: and again, I will be 
to him a Father, and he ſhall be to me 4 Son?“ 
Here the apoſtle plainly ſpeaks of Chriſt as the Se- 

cond Perſon of the Godhead incarnate. For thro” 

The whole chapter his divinity and humanity are 

'connetted. In preference to angels, he is faid in. 
the preceding context to be God's begotten Son; 
His mediatorial per ſon, including a divine, as well 
as a human nature, and theſe united by a divine 

generation. The ſecond pſalm is again _ 


1 


by the apoſtle, from the eee and ap- 
plied to the production of this glorious perſonage, 
who had now been begotten and appeared in the 
world, Thou art my Son, this day have I be- 
gotten thee,” And ſarther, to ſhow. that this ge- 
neration reſpects not the eternal begetting of his 
divine perſon into ſubſiſtence in the God-head, 
as Mr. Gib teaches, but the begetting of the glo- 
rious Immanuel, by the unien of this divine eter» 
nal perſon with human nature in the fulneſs of time, 
this text is again quoted as a promiſe of this great 
event; and ſo another promiſe thereof is immegi- 
ately connected with it, I will be to him a Father, 
„ and he ſhall be to me a Son.“ And when 4his 
Eternal Word is thus begotten, and brought into 
the world, firſt at his incarnation on earth, and 
then at his exaltation to heaven, the angels of 
Gad are commanded (till to worthip him; imply- 
ing, that as they had before * him as a 
perſon in the three-one Jehovah, ſo they were 
now alſo to worſhip him as that perſon incarnate, 
God's:begatten donn 2514 ht | 

The third time this noted text is quoted, is: 
with the ſame obvious application to Chriſt as Im- 
manuel. It is in Heb. v. 5. G6. 80 alſo. Chriſt 
« glorified. not himſelf to be made an high prieſt; 
« but he that ſaid to him, Thou art my Son, 
& this day have I begotten thee; as he faith alſo 
in another place, 4 'Fhou art a prieft for ever af- 
& ter the order of Melchiſedec.” 45 0753 hone | #9 
Here the very ſame perfon who is-affirmed' to 
be begotten by God, and was to be Son of God, 
is affirmed. to be made an high prieſt: and as both 
theſe characters had been predicted of Meſſiah in 
ancient prophecy, ſo the apoſtle declares that both 
are now fulfilled in Chriſt Jeſus. Mr. Gib is ſen- 
fible of the force of this argument, and bow en- 
tirely it overthrows his explication of Chriſt's 
| | 1 man 
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8 To niaintain therefore the eterhity of 
Chrilt's' Sonſhip, he is obliged again to confound 
the decrees of God with the execution of them, 
and maintain too that Chrift was from eternity a 
prieſt! If Mr. Gib were to mean that Chriſt was 
ordained fro:a eternity to be Son of God, and our 
great high prieſt he were right; but if he means, 
as he certainly does, that he was actually called 
to this office, and diſcharged it from eternity,” in 
the manner the apoſtle is repreſenting, let him- 
conſult more accurately this epiſtle, and every 
Part of it will tell bim, that he is eggreptovſly 
wrong: Throughout the whole of it Paul fhows, 
that Chriſt is our High Prieſt only as he is God- 
man: Thus he tells us, „that he that fanRifieth, 
and they that are ſanctified, are all of one, that 
is of one nature; for which cauſe he is not aſhamed” 
to call them brethren, Chap. il. rr. © That every 
«« high prieſt is taken from among men, and is or- 
dained for men in things pertaining to God, 
that he may offer both gifts and ſacrifices,“ ch. 
v f. ; and that he muſt not only be thus qualified for, 
bur called to his office, ver. 4. and then he thows,. 


ver. 5. that according to every rule obſerved in 


the typical prieſts, Chriſt was at onee qualified 


for, and called to 'this high office of prieſthood, 


when that prediction of his generation as Son of 


God and of his character as Meſſiah, contained in 


the ſecond pſalm, was accompliſhed, Thou art 
« my Son, this day have I begotten the.“ 

le was to be a prieſt too after the order of Mel- 
chiſedes,” having no ſacerdotal father or mother; 
by deſcent from whom he might, like the Jewiſh 
prieſts, be entitled ro the prieſt-hood; for in this 
ſenſe only was Melchiſedee without father or mo- 
ther: He was to be without beginning of days or 
end of time; that is, without any predeceſſor or 
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Ty are kheſe words applied to Melchifedec as the 
type of Chriſt, in this. ſenſe only can they apply 

to him, and therefore in this fenſe are they — 94 
applied to Chriſt as the illuſtrious antitype. To 
ſhow that Chriſt ſhould be a prieſt, not only ac- 
cording to the order of Melchifedec, but ſhould . 
appear poſterior to him and the Jewiſh prieſts, as 
the antitype muſt naturally come after the type, 
the apoſtle tells us, that another prieſt ſhould a>. 

_ riſe after theſe typical priefts. Chap. vii. 133 
This glorious high prieſt he'tells us was to be 
made, not like the typical ones, without an bath, 
but by the folemnity- of an oath, as was foretold 
Pſal. ex. 1. : And to ſliew us that this oath was ner 
ther from eternity nor fromthe” N of the- 
world; but from the time this Son of God and. 
High Prieſt was born into the world, ayd conſe- 
erated to his office, Paul tells us that this oath eon- 
ſecrating him was /ince the lau, Chap, vii. 2. - 
„And that now once in the end of the world, he 
„ hath appeared to put away fin by the ſacrifice - 
„of himſelf; Chap. ix. 26. It is evident then, from 
the whole of this epiftte, that thouph Chriſt' was 
foreordained to be High Prieſt from eternity, yet 
he only was called to this office at his inearnation; . 
and as he is High Prieſt and Son of Godin the fame - 
incarnate and mediatorial perſon, that he became 
the Son of Ged at the ſame period. 0 

I hus 1 have ſhewed, I think, to the full convics- 
tion of every diſcerning. and - impartial perſon, . 
from the deſign of the pfalm, from the natural“ 
conneclion and meaning of its words, and from 
every quotation that is made of it in the New 
Teſtament, that the generation of the Son of 
God mentioned in the fecond pſalm is a prediction 
of, and relates wholly to the incarnation of the 
Second Perſon in the Godhead ;- and that in place 
of proving him to be Son of Gad as he is God un- 1 
Z 1 8 ly, # 3 


1 


— 


— 
MM. as ey — - * 
—— ———_— py — . _— 4 1 „ Vo 


3 — 


err CL "SG 8 5 
— £4 5 A i By oP "* N * 28974, p - 0 5 
—— (Cr FI = * \ 


Ono”, {Cr AGRI... 


ly, or by an eternal generation of his divine per- 
Fon, as many have imagined, it affords a direct 
and irrefragable proof, that this generation of the 
Son of God is the incarnation of his co- eternal 
WMord; and that this Word incarnate, and only by 
4 Ty incarnate by a divine generation, is held 
= forth in fcripture_as the Son of God. Nay, as 
ES the explication I have given of this important text 
„ brings ſome of the cleareſt revelations of God in 
r both Teſtaments in connection with it, I will ſay, 
1x that even by itſelf it affords much ſtronger evi- 
EEE a dence of my explication of the Sonfhip, than all 
the arguments that ever were brought, or ever 
can be brought, frem ſcripture to-the contrary. . 
II. The ſecond text Mr. Gib brings to prove 
the generation of. Chriſt's divine perfon, is P/al. 
It. 20. Xi ye. the Son, leſt he be ange. 
Ihe 3 here cannot be taken from the 
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character Son, for that would make it the fame 
4 argument with the former, but from the duty 
- | = which mankind are here enjoined to pay to him. 
= - Mr. Gib thinks the exhortation here given ex- 


preſſes a duty then to be performed, and ſo im- 

6 plies, that, as Son of God, Chriſt did then actually 
enxiſt. But this reaſon is as Hlogical, upon the 
principles of ſcripture- prophecy, as the terms, in 
which Mr. Gib repreſents the oppoſite explication 

of the Sonſhip, are illiberal. As well might Mr. 

Gib inſer frem the prophetic exhortation, Re- 

_ « joice greatly, O daughter of Zion! Shout, O 

& daughter of Jeruſalem ! behold, thy King: co- 
„% meth unro thee, &c.“ that Chriſt as Ged-man, 
2 King Meſſiah, then actually exiſted: or from 


the prophetic declaration, that by the blood of 
God's covenant with Chriſt, he had ſent forth: 
the priſoners out of the pit;“ and the exhor- 
tation thereupon, to turn to the ſtrong hold as 
« priſoners of hope, that the Mediator of this 
ad a 8 covenant 


en 
covenant then exiſted as God man, and had ſhed 
his blood for our redemption; Zech. ix. 9, 11, 12 
The deſign of every prophecy of the Son of God, 
the Meſſiah, recorded in ſcripture, was two-fold; 
firſt, to direct the faith and hopes of the Old Teſ- 
tament-ſaints to him for ſalvation, till he came; 
and then to confirm our faith in him, and our du- 
tiful regards to him, now that he is come. Like the 
two cherubims placed on the two ends of the mer. 
cy-· ſeat, which looked towards each other, and both 
upon the mercy-ſear, which was typical of Chriſt 
ſo the ſaints under the Old Teſtament looked for- 
ward to Chriſt promiſed and prefigured; and we 
Chriſtians look backward to him exhibited in the 
fleſh, and upward to him, as exalted to his throne. 
Thus Abraham faw Chriſt's day, and rejoiced to 
Nee it, yet {till he ſaw it as afar off. The cha- 
rater. in which mankind have ever been directed 
ta look to Chriſt for ſalvation, is as he is the Sa- 
viour : and this charaQer of Saviour he has not 
as God only, but as God man. The duty enjoin- 


ed therefore towards the Son of God, might ap- 


Pay to mankind; both then, and eſpecially when 


hriſt was actually exhibited z- but, in both; he 


muſt be regarded as God-· man the Saviour, as the 
whole pfalm had repreſented him ſo łhat this, as 
the other parts of the pſalm, holds forth the Son 
of God to be God-man the Meſſiah. Mr. Gib's 
conelufion therefore, from theſe pretnjſes,” that 
becauſe the Jews were then enjoined to honour the 
Son of God, that he then was the Son, is falſe. His 
addition, that he was ſo from everlaſting, is again a 
coneluſion of Mr. Gib's own, without premiſes 
at all: and, what is worſe, it is a coneluſion, di- 
realy contrary to the whole tenor of the pſalm, 
and the apoſtolic explications of it, as we have 
cle iy demonſtrated under the laſt argument. 
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III. Mr. Gib's thircſeripture, to prove the eternal 

eneration of Chriſt's divine-perſon, is P/2l. xlv. 
5. Thy: throne, O. God, is for ever. and euer, 


compared with Heb. i. 8. Unto the Son he ſaith, 


. 


Thy throne, O Goa, is for ever and ever. 


It is a pity, when divines conſult che ſcriptures 
with a view to aſcertain their juſt meaning, that 
they do not conſider the general paſſage, its ſcope, 


and the connection of its parts; and that, when 


they quote any paſſage in proof of their doctrines, 


they do not quote the whole of what relates 


to the point in queſtion The firſt is often a loſs 
to themſelves: the ſecond is no leſs a loſs to their 


_ diſciples; for both are in utmoſt danger of 7. 8 


ſhort of the truth. This is the caſe with Mr. Gi 
in the paſſage before us. Had he been ſo careful 
as to have conſidered the xlvth Pſalm at large, he 


would have found, with almoſt every interpreter, 
Jewiſh and Chriſtian, that it relates throughout 


” 6 


to Meſſiah, and contains. a, prophetic deſcription 


of his whole mediaterial perſon; Or had he been 


ſo candid as to quote the whole : paſſage which the 


apoſtle quotes, when he applies it to Chriſt, . bis 
＋ eagers would , have ſeen, t at according to that 
apoſtle, the character Son of God, includes not 
only Chriſt's divine, but his human nature. To 
the Son God ſaith, Thy throne, O God, is for 
ever and ever; d ſceptre of righteouſneſs is the 
66 {ceping of thy kingdom; thou loveſt righteoul- 
% ,nels,. and hateſt iniquity; therefore God, even 
thy God, hath anointed thee with the oil of 
„ gladneſs above thy fellows. This whole paſ⸗ 
fage was predicted by the pſalmiſt of Meſſiah; and 
the ſame whole paſſage is by the apoſtle applied to 
the Son of God. The firſt part of it declares his 


FO 
”" 


divinity ; the ſubſequent parts as clearly demon- 


ſtrate his humanity : for will any man, who be- 
lieves a Trinity of ce-efſential and co equal Per- 
| | ſons 


Aa 


on 7 8 ? 

ſons in the fame Godhead, ſay, that the Firſt Per- 
ſon in the Trinity is the God of the Second, whs 
is eſſentially one, and perſonally equal with him? 
Will any man fay, that the Second perſon in the 
Godhead was anointed by the Firſt with the oil of 
gladneſs? Will any man of common knowledge in 
Chriſtianity, and in his right judgment, ſay, that 
the Divine Eternal Word, whom God, the Firſt 
Perſon, affirms alſo to be God, is fellow, in that 
divine perſon alone, to thoſe human p*ophets, 
prieſts,” and kings, who had been anointed by God 
as types of his Meſſiah, and with whieh he is here 
compared? If ever Mr. Gib's exclamations of 
blaſphemy, abſurdity, &c. ſo often introduced in 
his ſermon, to help out his arguments, were to 
be introduced in ſubjects of tri reaſoning, it 
would be with the utmoſt propriety againſt him 
felf, on this occaſion; for no Arian ever degrad- 
ed the*Saviour's divinity lower, than Mr. Gib 
muſt do, to make theſe characters, by which the 
apoſtle deſcribes the Son of God, apply to him 
as he is God only: And if both the pfalmiſt and 
the apoſtle deſcribe the Son God, in terms that 
clearly include his whole complex perſon as God- 
man, What authority has Mr. Gib to put afunder 
what God and his inſpired ſervants have fo mani- 
feſtly conjoined, and to reſtrict the Saviour's Son- 
ſhip to his one nature, when they fo plainly ſhow 
him it includes both? Mr: Gib's inention of Chriſt 
as having then a throne, if rightly conſidered, is 
impertinent to this point; and, as explained by 
Mr. Gib, is abſolutely falſe. The throne on which 
Chriſt appeared to Haiah, chap. vi. 1. was not the 
throne of -Chriſt as Mediator, but of the I hree-one 
Jehovah in general, as that paſſage intimates, and 
the writers of the New Teſtament do teſtify. 

But the throne to which the pſalmiſt prophecies, 
and the apoſtle here affirms Chriſt as Son of God 
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_ was brought forth. 


| „ 
to-bejadvanced, is that which he now poſſeſſes as 


1 Mediator. It is therefore ſaid to be conferred vp · 


on him in this his, mediatorial, perſon, in reward 
of his moſt meritorious ſervices for the honour of 


God and the happineſs of his creatures, and, in 


conſequence of this he is bere afſirmed in that per- 
ſon to be advanced above the whole creation. The 
authority therefore of a prophet. and an apoſtle 
here again ſtand in oppoſition to the doctrine, of 
Mr. Gib, in ſhowing, that Chriſt is Son of God 

as he is God-man the Meſſiah; and conſequently, 
that his generation does not apply to the produc. 
tion of his divine perſon from eternity, but to his 
incarnation at the appointed time, as the tenor of 
the pſalm indicates, and the reaſoning of the apo- 
ſtle in this place in which he Waser it rind 
monſtra te. 

IV. Mr. Gib's. fourch argument for the genera- 
tian of our Saviour's divine perſon, is taken from 
Prov. viii. 24, 25. When, there were no depths, 1 
Before the mountains were 
Han. before the hills, was 1 brought fortb. 

This paſſage has been often-, quoted as a proof 
a Chriſt's eternal generation as. ſecond pe rſon of 
the Godhead, but with how little 1 way 
be obvious to every impartial man, from th 
two conſiderations, (t.) Th hat we have no certain 
evidence that it relates to Chriſt at all; and, (2.) If 
it could be ſhowed that it does relate to him, yet 


it would not be any proof of of this ing, but ra» 


ther of the contrary. . - 
/, I ſay we have no certain evidence that this 


aſlage relates to Chriſt at all. The. belt way, we 
Eis ſaid, to aſcertain the true ſenſe of any paſ- 
ſage of ſcripture, is to attend carefully to the ge- 
neral ſcope of the book or paſſage, the natural 


and determined meaning of the words, the parallel 
pallages that confirm their meaning, or the quota- 


: tions 
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tions made df them by other inſpired writers. 


Now, let any man examine this text by all theſe 
rules, and he will find no ſolid reaſon for belie- 


ving that theſe words do relate to the ſecond per- 


fon in the Godhead. Do we attend to the gene- 
ral intention and ſcope of the book, Solomon tells 


_ © us, in the introduction, it is to know wiſdom, to 


« perceive the words of underſtanding,” chap. i. 2. 
Do we conſider the determined meaning he affixes 
to wiſdom, and the ſynonimous words he uſes to 
define or explain it, they are underſtanding, know- 
ledge, prudence, and particularly, the fear of the 


Lord; all which repreſent wiſdom, not as a per- 
fon, but as the knowledge and practice of univer- 


fal goodneſs. This wiſdom is indeed repreſented 
as a perſon crying without, and uttering her voice 


in the ſtreets. But ſuch perſonification is common 


to Solomon, with ancient and modern writers ; 
particularly. when wiſdom; as an aſſemblage of 
every excellence, is recommended: She ſays, 
Turn ye at my reproof : behold, I will pour out 
my ſpirit (or breath) untoyou, for the word MIN 
ſignifies both ſpirit and breath :' and wiſdom is re- 
preſented in the for egoing context as crying aloud, 


and in the immediately following clauſe it is ſaid, 


as the natural effect of pouring forth her breath, 
+ I will make known my words to you.“ Or if 
by wiſdom'we underſtand God, who is the foun- 
tain of all wiſdom, then the word may well be 
rendered, as in our tranſlation, Spirit. 
Do we conſider the parallel paſſages in which 
this noble principle is more fully explained, 
we have one chap. iii. from the tirth to the 
20th verſe, Where the excellence of wiſdom is de- 
ſeribed, and ſhe is repreſented both as the finiſhing 
character of man and great ſource of his happineſs ; 


and as an eſſential perfection of the all- perfect and 


bleſſed God himſelf, and the grand deſigning and 


— 


Er Th? 
direQing principle in his creation and eſtabliſhment 
of this vaſt univerſe. In the ſame order, and of- 


ten in the very ſame words, is wiſdom deſcribed 


in this eighth chapter; which ſhows, that it is only 
an enlargement of what was more briefly taught in 
chap. iii. and muſt therefore be underſtood in the 
fame ſenſe, namely, as an eſſential character of 
every perfect rational being, and the grand prin- 
ciple of every deſign and action. Thus from the 
x2th to the 21ſt verſe, wiſdom, as applicable to 
man, is deſcribed and recommended; and many cha- 
racers are applied to it which will not apply to 
divine wiſdom, whether conſidered as a perſonal 
or eſſential character. From the 22d verſe, So- 
lomon riſes again from wiſdom, as it exiſts in 
creatures, to wiſdom as eſſential to God the Crea- 


tor. To ſhow that it is not any perſon in the 


Godhead, but that wiſdom which belongs to the 
Deity 'n general, the ſame wiſdom, which in a. 
finite degree had been m—_— to man, is in its 
infinite perfection applied to God. It is repreſent- 
ed as poſſeſſed by him, not as created or begotten, 
but as co- eſſential and co-eternal with him, poſs 
ſeſſed by him in the beginning of his ways, when 
the three-one Jehovah, deſigned in his eternal 
mind the great plan of the univerſe; or the be- 
ginning of his ways, as both the word -TVWRY in 
the original, and «px» in the Septuagint ſignify, that 
is, the divine principle and rule by which all his 


Ways, both in his decrees, and in the execu- 


tion of them, were conducted. Agreeably to the 
perſonification and perſonal deſcription of wil: , 
dom given us through the whole of this chapter, 
and other parts of this book, wiſdom is repreſent- 
ed as {et up from everlaſting, or from the beginning 


of the world, as the words are explained, and as 


brought forth ver. 24, 25. and to be his delight, 
ver. 30. though the whole face of the chapter 
| that 
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Cong. 
that it was only the perfection of the divine mind 
brought forth into exerciſe, in deſigning all things 
. beforethe foundation of the world; and, according 
to that moſt perfect deſign, directing their crea- 
tion ;. and rejoicing when this world, and men, its 
rational inhabitants, were created; juſtas mercy and 
truth, righteouſneſs and peace, under the charac- 
ter of perſons, are repreſented as meeting and 
_ embracing each other, upon the redemption of man 
by the mediation of Chriſt, P/al. Ixxxvé. 10. 
What the general tenour of this whole book and 
chapter indicates, the ſubſequent inſpired writ- 
-ings confirm. The prophet 1 — {eems twice 
to refer to theſe words of Solomon, but un- 
derſtands wiſdom not of a perſon in the Godhead, 
but in the ſenſe we have given of it. He hath 
- +6 made the earth by his power, he hath eſtabliſhed 
„ the world by his wiſdom, and hath ſtretched out 
the heavens by his diſcretion, Jer. x. 12. and li. 
15. But among the numerous paſſages which are ci- 
ted from the Old Teſtament, in proof of Chriſt's eter- 
Seitz and divinity as God, or of bis generation and 
office as the Son of God, Meſſiah, not the leaſt 
quotation is made from this chapter by Chriſt 
' _ " himſelf, by apoſtle or evangeliſt, with application 
to our Saviour. This we might naturally have 
expected, had wiſdom here related to Chrift, and 
contained ſo many glorious characters of him, as 
after-ages have imagined. But as there is no ſuch 
application made of theſe verſes, we have reaſon 
to believe they do not apply; and to conclude, as 
the learned and judicious commentator Biſhop 
Patrick does, that however divines may have ap- 
- plied theſe paſſages to the eternal Word and Wiſ.- 
dom of the Father, Vet Solomon thought of no- 
thing but the wiſe ditections God had given 
them, in his word revealed to them by his ſer- 
+6 vant Moſes, and the prophets.” . 
þ hs | CY But 
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But, 2d. If contrary to every rule of accurate 
interpretation we ſhould ſuppoſe theſe verſes to 
relate to Chriſt, they will furniſh à proof of his 5 
divinity and eternal exiſtence, which was the great 
motive that induced ſo many thus to apply them; 
but they afford no evidence of his being a genera- 
ted divine perſon, or that he is Son of God in that 
ſenſe, but much the contrary. He is not here called 
the Son, but the Wiſdom of God; and ſo being 
deſcribed from an eſſential perfedtionof the Deity, 
he muſt be {ignifiednot to hold his ſubſiſtence in the 
- Godhead by generation, but to be alike eſſential 
and neceſſarily exiſtent in it as itſelf or its efſen- 
tial perfections are. He is not faid to be begot- 
ten, but, like God's eſſential ' wiſdom, to be poſ- 
ſeſſed by him as a perſon co-exiſting with 
God in the ſame effence, though perſonally diſtin- 
guiſhed from him. His being repreſented as poſ- 
ſeſſed by God in the beginning of his ways, muy 
- denote his co-exiſtence with God in the ſame eter - 
nal Deity, when this univerſe was deſigned in his 
mind. before all worlds, or brought inte exiſtenee 
at the beginning of time. Accordingly John tells 
us, that the Logos, which ſignifies the Reaſon or 
Wiſdom, as well as the Word, was in the beginning 
with God, and was God, Jon i 1. Or ſhould \ 
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we conſider the co- eſſential, coreternal Wiſdom as 
the beginning of God's ways, as the words ſtrictly 
import, this would ſhow, that Chriſt was not only 
a perſon of infinite wiſdom, and one in eſſence 
with God, but that with him his whole immenſe 
deſigns were formed and executed. His being ſet 
up from everlaſting or the beginning, may ſigni- 
fy, that he was; ordained, to be, in ſpeciab manner, 
the Creator of all things, as John affirms the Word- 
was, John i. 3. and the Head and Saviour of his. 
church, and Ruler of the; univerſe His being 
brought forth, mentioned ver. 24, 25. cannot 18. 
238 1 _ mwiy 
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nify that he was begotten, or brought in exiſt- 
ence, as Mr. Gib would have it underſtood ; for 

his exiſtencehad been mentioned firſt of all, ver. 22. 
and been ſignified- to be co-eternal and neceſſarily 
exiſtent, as Jehovah who poſſeſſed him; but muſt 

_ tipnify his being brought forth into action as the 
ve Creator of all things. His rejoicing be- 
fore God day by day, may denote the divine ſa- 
tisfaction they mutually felt in the bringing beings 
into exiſtence that were not before : And his de- 
lights were particularly with the bn of men, 
who were created in his image, and whoſe nature, 
when fallen, he had graciouſly agreed to aſſũme, 
that he might procure our redemption. Thus 
will theſe Sand apply to Chriſt. Upon theſe 
general principles it is, that many pious writers 
have thus applied them. Vet when accurately ex- 
-plained and applied upon theſe principles, they afford. 
not the ſmalleſt evidence of Chriſt's being a divine 
Perſon exiſting by generation; but, on the con- 
trary, that he exiſts in the divine eſſence as God's 
perſonal wiſdom, by the ſame neceſſary exiſtence 
that wiſdom as an eſſential perfection exiſts in it. 
Thus, whether we hw — the wiſdom here 
Fpoke of, on principles of ſtrict interpretation, as 
ſignifying aneſſential perfection in God; or on prin- 
'ciples of general accommodation only, as denoting 

i *the Second Perſon in the Godhead ; in place of be- 
-ing begotten, it appears to be eflential to, and of 
the ſame neceſfary exiſtence as the Deity it belongs 
to, and ſo furniſhes a proof, not of Mr. Gib's 

doctrine, but of mine. Fi SOLES \ 

V. Mr. Gib's fifth argument to prove Chriſt's 
eternal generation, is taken from Prov. xxx. 4. 
Who hath aſcended up into heaven, or deſcended? 
"Who hath gathered the wind in his fiſts ? Who hath 
bound the waters in a garment? Who hath eſta- 
„Eil C 3 blijhed 
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Hiſhed all the ends of the earth'? What is his 
— and what is his ſon's we, if thou canſt 
fee 7 

There is. not perhaps. a greater inſtance of: the 
inattention and inaceurac y of divines, than their 
having quoted theſe words as a proof of the eter- 
nal Sonſhip and generation of Chriſt. The words 
mentioned were ſpoken. by Agur to Ithiel and U- 
cal, who aFe generally believed td have been ſcho- 
lars of Agur. Howeyer that. was, they. now 
conſulted- him on ſubline- ſubjects relating to the 
works of God. Agur acknowledges his inability 
fully to- anſwer theſe: queſtions, modeſtly ſaying 


to them, . Surely I am more brutiſh than any man, 


and have nat the underſtanding of a man: I nei- 
« ther learned. wiſdom, nor have the knowledge 
« of the holy,” At the 4th verſe, he aſſures them, 
that neither he, nor any man elſe, could explain. 
theſe ſublime works af God, concerning which they 
had been inquiring. For who, or what man, 
fays he, hath aſcendedup i into heaven,” (to know 
the things that are there?) ++ or who hath deſcend- 
« ed'''(t 3 wr them? Lo ſpeakof things near- 
er; © Who hath gathered the wind in his fiſts? or 
8 who hath bound: the waters in his garment ? or 
„Who hath eftabliſhed all the ends of the earth?“ 
What is the man's name that hath done or can do- 


theſe things? or what is the name of his ſon? that 


you ſhould aſk or expect an explanation of them? 
This knowledge Agur here fignifies, was too high 
for men aud the ſons. of men; and therefore he, 
at the next verſe, directs Ithiel, who had been the 
chief inquirer, to the word of God, as the beſt 
ſource of information of the origin and nature of | 
his works we can now have. 

This is the plain and natural meaning of the 
text. Every clauſe of it is interrogative, and im- 
AY 4 2 plies 
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E 7] 3 
plies that the perfons, of whom theſe queſfions are 
put, had done none of the things contained in them, 
nor could do them. Such interrogations. are fre- 
quent in ſeripture, and in all writings; and always 
import a denial, that the things mentioned in them 

were done, or can be done, by the perſons {igni- 
fied. Thus ſays Zophar to Job: Canſt thou by 
& ſearching find out God? canſt thou find out the 
« Almighty unto perfection?“ ſtrongly implying 
that he could not. Zeb! xi. 7. Who can bring 
a clean thing' ſays Job, out of an unclean ? 
which imports, as it is added, “ Not one. 7 
xiv. 4 Such are the negative interrogations put 
throughout the whole of this verſe: They ſigni- 
fy / that the things mentioned in them are impoſſible 
to the perſon ſpecified. The perſon therefore 
which they ſpecify cannet be God; for God had 
both aſcended and deſcended, and done all thethings 
which are here mentioned; and therefore, to ſay 
he did not do them were falſehood; or that he 
could not explain them, were blaſphemy. Yet 
falſe and. bſaſphemous as this interpretation is, fo 
much has Mr. Gib's prejudice per verted, and the 
paſſion which here diſcovers, blinded his judgment, 
that he ignorantly goes into it. When Agur in 
theſe queſtions denies, that any man ever exiſted 
who had done the things mentioned in them; or 
ſon of that man, who could declare them, Mr. Gib 
abſurdly underſtands: theſe perſons of God and his 
Son, and thence infers that God muſt then have had 
*a Son, and that this Son muſt have exiſted from ever- 
laſting. If any perſons can be weak enough to be- 
lieve ſuch ſophiſtry upon Mr. Gib's authority, 
they may do ſo; but every man of judgment muſt 
ſee, that both his explication and their belief of it 
are in direct contradiction to the cleareſt meaning 
of this ſacred paſſage. 9 5 


ER. OAT. 
VI. Mr. Gib's ſixth proof of Chriſt's eternal 
5 3 is from Micah, chap. v. 2 But thou, 
_ Bethlehem Ephratab, though thou be little among 
the thouſands of Judah, yet out of thee Frogs he come 
forth unto me, that is to be Ruler in 1frael : whoſe 
goings forth have been from of old, from everlaſting. 
Theſe words contain two things with regard 
to our Saviour; the one a declaration relating to 
him as God, before his incarnation ; his goings 
forth were of old; and the other a prediction of 
his incarnation, birth, and office as God - man, vz. 
that he ſnhould come forth to God out of Bethlehem, 
and ſnould be ruler in Iſrael. The firſt of theſe Mr. 
Gib would explain of his generation from eternity 
as he is God; and the ſecond, of his generation 
in time as he is man; as God-man, he ſhould have 
ſaid, for Chriſt as man only never was either be- 
gotten or born. But if Mr. Gib will admit that 
the juſt ſenſe of this text is to be determined from 
the true meaning of its words, or from the paſſa- 
ges under the New Teſtament by which it is ex- 
(plained, or from both, he will find it to contain 
doctrines very different from his; but much more 
. honourable to Chriſt and agreeable to his goſpel. 
He will find theſe words to contain not an intima- 
tion of his generation, but of his ſelf-exiſtence as 
God from eternity: He will find an expreſs deela- 
ration of his goings forth or actings towards his 
creatures from the beginning of time; and he will 
find a prediction of his generation and birth as Son 
4 of God and King of Iſrael, when he was to be 
born in Bethlehem. This will be evident from 
theſe following obſervations : _ ft I $975] 
(1.) The word HN bi goings forth does not 
properly ſignify a generation of Chriſt's divine 
perſon, but his actings. Generation is a ſingle 
act; as between the exiſtence and non-exiſtence of 
a perion there can be no medium; and ſo the co- 
„„ 
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ming forth of Chriſt at his birth, is repreſented as 


one; but the word here uſed is plural, and ſo ex- 


preſſes not the begetting of a divine perſon, but 
the actings of that divine perſon who is ſelf- exiſt- 


ent and eternal. Mr. Gib was ſenſible of this ob- 


jection to which his argument was liable, and en- 

deavours to obviate it by ſaying that God's mercy 

is called the multitude of his mercies, Pſal. Ii. 1. 

and his e ſpirits, Rev. v. 6. But theſe, 
in place of ſolving his difficulty, reſolve it direct- 
ly againſt him. The multitude of God's mercies 

oes not there ſignify immediately mercy, as a per- 
fection of God, but the many exertions or expreſ- 
ſions of it in the purification, pardon, and conſolation 
of David after- mentioned. The ſeven ſpirits denote 
not immediately the divine Spirit, who is one; but 
his powers, operations, and gifts, which are many. 
In like manner, the goings forth of the ſecond per- 
ſon in the Godhead mult relate not tothe exĩſtence, 
but to the operations or actings of the perfon ex- 
iſting. What farther confirms this, is the general 
. uſe. of the word in ſcripture, Going forth ſuppo- 
ſes the exiſtence of any being, and expreſſes. its 


action or manifeſtation. Thus the going forth of 


God is ſaid to be prepared as the morning, Hoſe vi. 
3. Thus the bridegroom g94e5:044; of his chamber, 


and the ſun-riſe is repreſented; as his going forth, 


Pſal. xix. 5, 6. And thus the birth of Chriſt in 
„Bethlehem, and his appearance as Ruler in Iſrael; 


after his mediatorial perſon was begotten or form- 


ed in the womb of his Virgin Mother, is repre- 
ſented as his coming forth. The goings fanth there- 
fore of Chriſt's divine perſon muſt ſuppoſe his 
pre- exiſtence in the Godhead, and muſt denote his 
outgaings, as God's co- eſſential Word towards his 
people; in like manner as his oi forth io God, 
and to be king of Iſrael denotes 11 future appear- 
ance as Gud-man, the Son of G our 
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the world. And what confirms this is, that in the 
very next words, he declares, that he would give 
Iſrael up, or ceaſe theſe his goings forth in their 
behalf, till the promiſe of his appearance as Son 
of God, and King of Iſrael ſhonld be fulfilled. 
2.) What deimonſtrates this, is the time when theſe 
his goings: forth are expreſsly affirmed to take place. 
pd ligoifies in general from of old; and, accor- 
ding tothe natureofitsobject, denotes a paſt duration, 
that is either infiniteor finite. When applied to God's 
eniſtence, Hab. i. 12. it juſtly ſignifies from eternity, 
When applied to his operations and works, it ſignifies 
from the beginning, or firſt origin of the world. 
Prou. viii. 23. The goings forth of this divine per- 
fon in his external actings towards his creatures, 
plainly determines it to this temporal antiquity. 
But what puts this matter beyond all reaſonable diſ- 
pute is, that the phraſe immediately ſubjoined in ex- 
plication of that word, expreſsly limits it to time. 
Dooboy de ſignifies: from the days of the world, 
from the time that duration became diſtinguiſhed 
dy days, which was from the creation. This phrafe 
often occurs throughout the Old Teſtament, and 
is always uſed in this its natural and proper ſenſe, 
as expreſſive of time, and particularly of the time 
of God's appearance in behalf of his church. Mo- 
ſes explains it of the ancient times, when the Moſt 
High divided to the nations and to Iſrael their in- 
-beritance;” Deut. $xxii. 7. 8. In Ezra iv. 15. it 
-expreſſes the ancient conteſts between the Jews 
-and the neighbouring nations. Iſaiah uſes it to 
ſignify God's care of Iſrael from the days of old, 
when be brought them out of Egypt, //a. Ixiin. 
9, 11. This Fe Micak uſes it a ſecond time 
to expreſs God's feeding his people Iſrael, as in the 
days of old, Mie. vii. 14. And Malachi not only 
-joins with the preceeding prophets in ſhewing us, 
that this phraſe always expreſſes time, but that 
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the former word here uſed, is alſo uſed to ex- 
preſs the ancient. ages/of time- Then ſhall the of - 
fering of Judah and Jeruſalem be pleaſant unto the 
Lord, HM ο DILWAY DIY 19, as in the 
days 4 old, and as in former years, Malac. 
111-4. This phraſe then, that determines the goings 
forth of Chriit's divine perſon, is always uſed in 
ſcripture to expreſs time, never in one inſtance, 
that I can find, to ſignify eternity. The whole 
clauſe therefore is juſtly. rendered in the Greek 
tranſlation, cox apyne, 1E 5 tpov aiovery froim the begin- 
ning, from the days of the world. It is under- 
ſtood in this ſenſe in the Chaldee paraphraſe, and 
ought to have been ſo rendered in ours, and in 
every other verſion . 
3.) What farther demonſtrates that this decla- 
ration of Chriſt's divine perſon relates not to his 
generation as the Son of God, but to his actings 
as the divine ſelf- exiſtent Word is, that his genera- 
tion and birth as the Son of God are ſignified in the 
rediction here given of his appearance as God-· man, 
eſſiah. The generation of Chriſt as Son of God, 
held forth in ſcripture, is but one, and can be 
but one; and this generation and birth are plainly 
intimated in this prophecy, and expreſtly declared 
in the future explications given of it. Thus to 
come forth ſignifies in ſcripture to be born. Gen. 
xxv. 25, 26. /a. xi. 1. To come forth out of 
Bethlehem ſignifies to be born there: and ſo the 
ws underſtood it. Matth. ii. 4. John vii. 42. 
ut farther, the prediction is not merely that he 
ſhould come forth or be born as a Son, but ſays 
God, N to me /hall he come "forth, he ſhall be 
born in a ſpecial relation to me; as to his perſon _ 
he: ſhall be my Son, and as to his office, he thall be 
Ruler in Iſrael. Thus the angel who announced 
Meſſiah's conception and birch clearly explains 
it. In alluſion to this and to the qth'verſe, Which 
0 | e foretells 
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foretells Chriſt ſhould be great, he ſays to the bleſ- 
ſed virgin, Thou ſhalt conceive in thy womb, 
and bring forth a Son; and ſhalt call his name nk 5 
sus; He ſhall be great, and ſliall be called the Son 
of the Higheſt ; and the Lord:Ged«ſhall-give unto 
him the throne of his Father David, and he ſhall 
- reign over the houſe of Jacob for ever.“ Luke i. 
31,——33-/ And he declares at his birth, “ Unto you 
is born this day in the city of David a Saviour, 

_ whichis Chriſt the Lord.“ Ch.ii.xr. Accordingly 
theother prophets foretold the Son of God andKing 
of Zion to be the very ſame perſon. The Jews 
expected them to be the ſame. Chriſt and his apoſ- 
tles affirmed them to be the ſame, clearly teaching 
us, that when the Second Perſon in the Godhe 
aſſumed our nature into union with his divine Per- 
ſon, by the power of God, in the virgin's womb, 
and was born God-man Meſſiah; he at once came 
forth as the Son of God and Ruler of Iſrael. 
Such then is the proper import of this text. It 
implies the exiſtence of Chriſt's divine Perſon at 
the beginning, and ſo from all eternity. Itiaffirms 
his actings towards the church and world from their 
firſt; commencement. And it contains a prediction 
of his coming forth or being born to God as his 
Son, and to Iſrael as his Ruler, as the angel aſ- 
ſures us; and therefore in place of being a proof 
of the eternal generation, it is a proof of the eter- 
nal ſelf-exiſtence of Chriſt's divine Perſon; and that 
this eternal divine Perſon became Son of God in 
his incarnation and birth at the time predicted 
From this prediction of Chriſt's generation, birth, 
and appearance as God- man, the Son of God and 
King of Ifrael, no argument can be drawn in proof 
of his eternal generation as God, but the very re- 
verſe. The generation of Chriſt as Son of God 
is uniformly repreſented in ſcripture to be but one. 
This prophecy and tlie expreſs applications of it 
r | to 


to the birth of | Chriſt as Son of God, - demonſtrate. * 
that his coming forth to God out of Bethlehem re- 
late to his generation as Son of God, and pre- 
dict that generation to be future. "The goings 
forth therefore of his divine perſon cannot denote 
his generation and Sonſhip in that divine perſonali- 
ty, but the whole analogy between his former and 
latter going forth, relates to his exiſtenee and act- 
ings * his creatures. As the eternal God, he 
had gone forth in many acts of -beneficence to his 
people from the firſt ages of the world and church; 
and as God man, he is here foretold to come out 
of Bethlehem the Son of God and Ruler in Iſrael. 
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VII. Mr. Gib's 7th argument to prove the ge- 
neration of Chriſt's divine Perſon, is, John v. 18. 
Therefore the eus fought the more to kill him, be- 
cauſe he not only had broken the Sabbath, but ſaid 
al that Cod was his Father, making himſelf equal 
with God; compared with % x. 32, 36. For a 
ood work we ſtone thee not, but F blaſphemy ; 
and becauſè that thou, being a man, makeſt thyſelf 
God. Say ye of him, whom the Father hath ſuncti- 
fed, and ſent inty the world, Thou blaſphemeſt; be- 
cauſe 1 ſaid, I am the Son of God? | 
Theſe texts, and the paſlages from which they 
are taken, contain ſuch a clear and ample proof 
that Chriſt is Son of God as he is God-man; that 
it is truly amazing that they ever have been 
brought to prove that he is Son of God in any 
other ſenſe. 

In the firſt of theſe paſſages we are told, that 
Chriſt having cured a lame man on the Sabbath, 
the malicious Jews ſought to {lay him: Jeſus an- 
_ ſwered them, My Father worketh hitherto, and [I 
% work.“ The Jews therefore ſought the more to 

kill him, becauſe he not only had broken the 
Sabbath, but ſaid alſo that God was his, Father; 
9 5 


a 
* - 


* 
1 4 - Wh 
AT > tha — "ITS 8 4 ; x; 5 1 F : * X 
n—_— : 0 —— . 1 A 3 m 2” — _ | 
3 N 1 8 2M , : 
: Pe IO , * 1 2 
ag ODS. 2 = 2 R 72 * 4 . 2 * 1 4 
s 2 N ph — * N * * - 3 9 —_ PRAC. 19 
| "x a NS 3 * 7 9 E Eo 4 » if 5 N S rd tra 2 In nes 7 * — * 
— bs, ; we oY $454 5 2 OT in. 4 > -",* 4 : R 3 1 5 TY — — L 8 $4 a * 
4 - Dy 2 . - + $4 13 2 N 2 * - 
. en 3 22 3 n y s Fes. 
= — J : 1 ' f 
„ 


E 


1 

4 U * F 
aL 
* 
1 
* 

= a7 

20- 

0 2 

— ; 

5% 

, — 


FLarięz 


rarege ih, his proper Father, by a communication 
with him of the ſame divine nature, thus making 


! 


£3] 


himſelf equal with God. This juſt inference of 


theirs Jefus did not deny, but tacitely admits. But 


though he admits that as Second Perfor in the Ged- 
head he was equal to God, yet in that vifible com- 


plex Perſon as God-man, in which he now ap- 


peared, and called God his Father, and himſelf the 
Son of God, he takes care to inform them, that 


he was alſo in many reſpects inferior and ſubordi- 


nate to the Father.— The Son can do nothing 
*« of himſelf, but what he ſeeth the Father do. 
“% The Father loveth the Son, and ſneweth him all 


& things that himſelf doth; and he will ſnew him 
greater works than theſe. For as. the Father 


«'raifeth up the dead, and quickeneth them, even 
« fo the Son quickeneth whom he will. — The 


„ Sor; that all men might honour the Son, even as 


they honour the Father. Ver. 19.—22.. Such 


are the characters, both perſonal and official, by 
which our Saviour deſcribes himſelf as the Son of 
God. But to what nature in his complex Perſon 


will they properly apply? Can we ſay of the. di- 


vine almighty Word alone, that he can do nothing 
of himſelf? Can we ſay of the Omniſcient Word 
alone, that the Father ſhows him all things; or 
that there are things which he had not then ſhew- 
ed him, and which the Son did not know? Can it 
be ſaid of the divine Word, who gave life and be- 


ing to the Univerſe, that he cannot reſtore that 


life to the dead? Can it be faid of the Creator, 


that he has no natural, but only a delegated, right 
to judge the world which he hath made? or of a 


co-equal Perſon in the Godhead, that he has not 


the ſame natural title to divine honours. from his 


ereatures as any other Perſon in the 'co-eſfential 


Trinity? Theſe ſuppolitions are ſo big with ab- 
FL , 4 ſurdity, 


1 


« Father hath committed all judgment unto the 
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ſurdity, that Mr. Gib, I believe, though he de- 
nies the ſelf-ſubſiſtence of this divine Perſon, and 
would give him only a generated ſubſiſtence, will 


not venture to maintain them. | 
Shall we then, on the other hand, re 
characters of the Son of God wholly to 


ſtrict theſe | 
his human 


nature? Shall we believe that Chriſt, as he is man 
only, called himſelf the Son of God; and acknow- 
ledged himſelf to be the proper Son of God, and 
to be equal with God? Shall we believe him as man 
only, to have a power of raiſing the Whole dead, 
and of judging the world; and a right to the ſame 

ivine honours as God? Such a belief were equal- 
ly. abſurd and impious as the former, Yet all theſe 
things does Chriſt here predicate of himſelf as he 
is the Son of God; and predicates them with an 


intention to intimate and aſcertain his 


true filial 


erſon. The whole deſcription therefore, which 
hriſt here gives of himſelf as Son of God ſhews, 
that he poſſeſſes this character, neither as he is God 
only, nor man only, but 2, he is God and man in 
one Perſon: The whole deſign of Chriſt ſnews, 


that he is Son of God in that complex 


perſon of 


God-man, in which he then exiſted and claimed 
- that character. To hold Chriſt then to be Son of 
God as he is God only, while-yet he deſcribed him- 


ſelf in characters that are inferior to divi 


nity, were 


to reproach him with di ſingenuity to his bearers. 
To hold him to be Son of God, as he is man 


only, while yet he claimed equality 


with God, 


were to charge him not only with diſingenuity to, 
men, but with impiety to God. But when we hold 


him to be Son of God, as he is both God and Man 


in one Perſon, his whole reaſoning and 


repreſen- 


tation of himſelf, as they ever muſt be, are con- 

ſiſtent and true. To this his Perſon as God-man 

will all theſe characters, by which he here deſcribes 

himſelf as Son of 8 apply: To this Perſon 
F | 2 
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only will they apply; and therefore, the whole of be, 


this paſſage demonſtrates him as God-man, and only 
as he is God-man, to be the Son of Gd. 
The other paſſage from chap. x. 33. is of much 
the ſame import, and proves Chrift to be Son of 
God in the fame ſenſe. As Jeſus was walking, at 
the feaſt of Pentecoſt, in one of the porches of the 
temple, a number of the Jews came to him, and 
deſired him to tell them plainly, whether he was the 
Chriſt. -' He replies, that he had told them ſo al- 
ready, and they did not believe; yet refers them 
tothe miracles he had wrought in his Father's name, 
as the 4 evidence that he was the perſon men- 
tioned, His 4.5 pr in that humble form, not 
only of a man, but of a mean man, he well knew, 
had all along occaſioned their doubts of his being 
the Son of God, the glorious Meſſiah. He there- 
fore tells them, I and my Father are one, in- 
timating that though in his viſible outward Per- 


ſon he was a man, yet as the divine Word dwelt 


in him by perſonal union, therefore he was the 
Son of God, and in that divine Perſon he and 
his Father were, as to eſſence and every divine 
perfection, one. Upon this the ignorant unbelie- 


ving Jews took up {tones to ſtone him, as thinking 


him guilty of blaſphemy, becauſe he, being viſibly 
a man, made himſelf God, or arrogated divinity 
to humanity, in affirming himſelf to be one with 


God. | Jeſus does not think proper at that time to 
ſhew the Jews, any more than he had done his diſ- 


ciples, that he was both God and man, and in that 
complex Perſon the Son of God; yet he plainly 
hints to them, both the true ground of this high 
character, and the juſt right on which he claimed 
it. He reminds them, that even their rulers, to 
whom the word of God came, appointing them to that 
character, are called Gods in ſcripture. And, ſays 


he, If he called them gods unto whom the one 
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( of God came, and the ſcripture cannot be bro. 
e ken, ſay ye of him whom the Father hath ſanc- 
e tified and {ent into the world, Thou blaſphemeſt; 

' 6& becauſe I ſaid, I am the Son of God.“ By the 
Mord of God ſome have here underſtood God's per- 
ſonal Word, the divine Logos, appointing the rulers 
to the Jews. Others have underſtood it in general 
of a divine call and commiſſion given them to their | 
office. With theſe perſons who were called Gods = 
and Children of God, Chriſt here compares him- — 
ſelf, as Son of God, and ſhews the infinitely ſu- 1 
perior title he has to that glorious character. And 5 

in which ſoever of the ſenſes we underſtand the 
firſt part of the compariſon, it concludes with e- 
qual propriety and force in proof of my explica- 


„ 
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tion of our Saviour's Sonſhip. If by the word of = 
God we underſtand the divine co-eſſential Word, 1 
who in the beginning was with God, and was God, ; 3 
then by it Chriſt intimates, what his beloved diſ- 4 


ciple afterwards taught more fully in his name, 
that now . the Word was made fleth and dwelt a- 
„ mongit us, and we beheld his glory, as of the 
« only-begotten of the Father,“ J. i. 14. But 
upon the moſt general explication of theſe prin- 
ciples laid down by our Saviour, the concluſion 
is the ſame. Theſe perſons, before their vocation 
to their office, were men; but after it, they were 
called Gods, and Children of the Moſt High. In + 
like manner, Chriſt, in his pre-exiſtent charater,, _ "+; 
was God only; or, as he expreſſes it, one with T1 
that divine Perſon whom he now calls his Father : 
But being ſanſtified and ſent into the world in his 
incarnation by the divine power, and his couſecra- 
tion by the divine Spirit, he is in this mediatorial 
Perſon, with higheſt propriety the Son of God; 
for he has not only a conſecration and commiſſion : 
from God, ſimilar and ſuperior to theirs, as the 
words import: But which his argument alſo plainly . 
E © 5 implies, 


ESC 1 8 
iümplies, he has that divine Perſon as the Word which 
makes him true God, and that complex Perſon as Im- 
manuel, begotten in the unition of the divine Word, 
_ with human nature by a divine generation, ma- 
king him, in all propriety of language, and with the 
univerſal voice of ſcripture, the Son of God, his 
proper, his begotten Son. 3 = 72 
Nor can it here be ſaid, that this ſanQification 
was from eternity, when Chriſt was decreed to this 
office. For theſe Jewiſh rulers were decreed too 
from eternity ; yet it was not from the decree, 
but from the execution of it; nay, it was not from 
their exiſtence as men, but from their being actually 
called by God to their office, that the character of 
Gods, and Children of God, belonged to them. 
Accordingly many have underſtood P/al. ii. 7. 
of David's inunction and vocation to be King of 
Iſrael, as typical of the true Meſſiah and Son of 
God, who ſhould be begotten at his incarnation and 
appearance as our Saviour. Wherefore to render 
our Saviour's reaſoning juſt, it is not from his be- 
ing decreed to his mediatorial Perſon and offices as 
God-man Meſſiah; but it is from his actual entrance. 
on them, that his character as Son of God really 
commences. From this our Saviour plainly dates 
it, when he derives it from his being ſanctified and 
ſent into the world at his incarnation; as the Jew- 
iſh kings at their inunction and conſecration were 
ſent to Iſrael. And this the whole goſpel-revela- - 
tion confirms. When the glorious Immanuel was 
begotten by the power of God, and ſanctified by 
his Spirit, in the incarnation of the divine Word, 
the angel declares him that holy Perſon who ould 
be called the Son of God, Luke i. 35. When he 
received the divine Spirit more fully, and was fent 
more publicly into the world, at his baptiſm, then 
did God more publicly announce his character, 
This is my beloved Son, Matth. iii. 17. Thus Paul 
EC RT "LE a intimates 
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intimates that Chriſt was begotten as Son of God, 


when he was called, at his incarnation and inunc- 


tion with the divine Spirit, to be our Great High” ' 
Prieſt, Zeb. v. 5. And in alluſion to his incarna- 


tion and appearance on earth, he is metaphorically 


called the fir/?-begotten from the dead, as being revi- 


ved by the divine power into life, and exalted to be- 
Prince of the kings of the earth. Rev. i. 85. 
Such are the accounts theſe paſſages give us o 


the filial Perſon of Chriſt. They fully prove that 


the Son of God is God, equal and one with the 
Father; but they prove equally that he is not on- 


ly God, but man; and that by becoming God-man, 


and only when he became God-man, he became 
the Son of God: ſo that they clearly confute the 


explication of this article which Mr. Gib hath 


brought them to confirm, and confirm the explica- 
tion of it which he has brought them to confute, 


VIII. Mr. Gib's eighth argument for the gene- 
ration of our Saviour's divine Perſon is taken 


from John x. 30. I and my Father are one. 


In Mr. Gib's explication of theſe words we have 


another inſtance, after many, of the injudiciouſ- 
neſs and. danger of explainiug particular texts of 


ſcriprure, without regard either to the general paſ- 
ſage, or to the other {criptures which treat of the 


ſame ſubject. Our Saviour converſing with the 
pots as the Word made fleſh, had in that complex 


erſon called God his Father, and himſelf the Son 
of God. They ſaw him to be man; and if their 


eyes had not been blinded with ignorance and pre- 
judice, they might, from the heavenly doctrines. 
he taught, and the God-like miracles he wrought, 
have ſeen him to be God-man, the glorious Meſ- 


ſiah, whom their prophets had foretold. To help 
them to this proper knowledge of him, Chrift told 


them, that though as Son of God he was man, yet 
Oe | 7" "By 
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12 he was alſo God, or a Perſon in the Godhead; and 
that in this reſpect he and his Father, as to their 


divine eſſence, were one. This ſhews that Chriſt, 


5 as Son of God, had the ſame divine nature as the 5 
Father, dwelling in him under anotber perſona- 
lity. But when Mr. Gib goes farther, and infers 


from theſe words, that he was Son of God in this 


divine Perſon alone, abſtractedly from his human 


: nature, and that he had been ſo from all eternity, 


a 
1 


he infers a great deal more than the words con- 
tain. To ſhew the fallacy of ſuch reaſoning, let 
us take another declaration of our Saviour, when. 
be ſays, Jo. xiv. 28. My Father is greater than I. 
According to Mr. Gib's logic, we ſhould reaſon 
thus; Since Chriſt affirms that his Father ig greater 
than he, this cannot be ſaid of his divine perſon, 
but of his human nature, and therefore his cha- 
racter Son of God cannot include his divine Per- 
ſon, but is confined wholly to his. human nature. 
The reaſonings from both theſe texts are the ſame ; 
and they are both falſe. Did our Saviour, ex- 
reſsly limtt the title Son of God to one nature in 
bis mediatorial Perſon, we might juſtly limit it. 
But when he, in that perſon, calls himſelf the Son 
of God; when he affirms of himſelf as Son of God, : 
both that he is one with the Father, and alſo that 
he is inferior to him; when he appropriates to 
himſelf, as Son of God, ſuch perſonal characters 


as mark ſupreme divinity, and ſuch alſo as can ap- 


ply only to his humanity,what is a judicious divine 


and Chriſtian in this caſe to do? Are we to found 


his ſonſhip on his divinity abſtractedly from his hu- 
manity, or on his humanity abſtractedly from his 


divinity; and by either of theſe explications to make 


the Son of God, the faithful and true witneſs, eon- 
tradict himſelf? No; We are to join together what 
God hath joined together, and what the Son of 


„ | 
God and all ſeripture have repreſented as joined 
together, God's co - eternal, co - efſential, and 
co-equal Word, the Second Perſon in the Prini- 
ty, with human nature, united by a divine ſuper- 
natural generation, conſtituting this glorious Per- 
ſon, in 888 theſe natures, and by this conjunc- 
tion of theſe natures, the Son of God. The whole 
paſſage holds forth Chriſt to be Son of God in this 

complex #erſon. In this Perſon he called God his 

Father. The works which he did to prove him- 
ſelf the Son of God he did in his Father's, name, 
and by his power; which ſhews he acted in that 
ſubordinate filial character which his human nature 
now gave him. And the ground of his Sonſhipin- 
timated, at the 26th verſe, to have been. laid 

' in his incarnation and miſſion into the world, as: 
God-man Meſſiah, demonſtrates, as we have for- 
merly ſhewed, that both theſe natures are eſſen- 
tially included in his Perſon 'and character as Son 

of God. Itty Sire tor * Tot 


IX. Mr. Gib's ninth argument is taken from 

1 John iv. 9g. 10, 14. God /ent his only-begoten Son 
into the world, that we might live through bim 
Sent his Son to be the propitiation for our ens 
And the Father ſent the Son to be the Saviour of” 
the world. | | b 
Theſe, and ſuch expreſſions, Mr. Gib thinks, muſt 
imply, not only that Chriſt was Son before he was 
ſent, but that he was the only-begotten Son from 
everlaſting. But if Mr. Gib had carefully and im- 
partially conſidered the meaning of this word as u- 
ſed in ſcripture, and its applications to Chriſt, he 
would have found that he became Son of God in 
his incarnation in the virgin's womb, and was ſent ' 
into the world by his birth, and eſpecially at his 
baptiſm. This word is uſed in ſeveral ſenſes in the 
inſpired writings, but whenever it is applied to 


Chriſt, 


— 


I 


Chriſt, e ne to him only in this ſenſe. Some: 
times it is uſed to expreſs a perſon ſent from one 
perſon or place to another. This when applied to 
finite beings implies loco-motion, or an actual re- 
moval and change of place. But who will apply 
it in this ſenſe to the Second Perſon in the God- 
head? He has the ſame individual eſſence with the 
Firſt Perſon, and ſo can never be ſeparated from 
him: He is infinite in eſſence, filling the immen- 
ſity of ſpace, and in ſtrict language cannot re- 
move from one place to another. Like the Deity 
in general, he is preſent every where; and ſo can: 
only be ſaid to go to any place, when by ſome vi- 

ſible ſymbol or appearance he there ſenſibly mani - 
feſts his preſence and glory. As to his human na- 
ture with his divinity united to it, he may, in pro- 
per r e be ſaid to come from the Father and 

go to the Father: But as to his divine Perſon, that 
is impoſſible; and ſo theſe expreſſions can be under- 
ſtood only of the Word made fleſh, and of his being, 
therein born or ſent into the world. | 

But when this word is uſed in ſcripture of Per- 
ſons ſent from God, it commonly ſignifies the in- 
veſting them with an office, and giving them com- 
miſſion to execute it. Thus ſays God to the ſews, 
I have/entunto you all my ſervants the prophets, 
„ riling up early and ſending them.” Jer. vii. 
25. And thus governors are ſaid to be ent 
% by him for a terror to evil doers, 1 Pet ii. 14. 
In this ſenſe Chriſt himſelf informs us he was ſent 
into the world. For as my Father hath ſent 
« me into the world, ſo end | you into the 
« world,” John xx. 21. ; which in both cafes de- 
notes their miſſion, in their reſpective offices. And 
ſays Paul to the Jews, God having raiſed up his 

„ Son Jeſus, (biz. as the great Prophet for etold 

«by Moſes,) /ent him to bleſs you, in turning a- 
„% way every one of you from his ä 
* : | | | 4 
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iii; 26.3 where tli-:rai/mg cleorly relates to 
0 


his birth or appearance as Son of God, and his 
ſending to the commiſſion he received at his bap- 
tiſm to enter on his public miniſttʒ. 
Such are the ſenſes in which this word is uſed in the 
ſacred writings, and in which it is applied to Chriſt. 
But do they imply that he was the Son of God in his 
divine Perſon alone, and ſo from eternity? By no 
means. The prophets were men, before they were 
raiſed up, commiſſioned, and ſent out in that cha- 
racter; but from their commiſſion only were 
they prophets and apoſtles. In like manner, Chriſt 
was God, or the divine Word, before his incar- 
nation; but thence only did he become the Son of 
God, and as ſuch was ſent into the world at his 
birth and baptiſm. John Baptiſt is ſaid to be a man 
ent from God, John i. ,6.; which is one of the 
3 expreſſions of this ſort to be found in 
eripture; but will any man thence infer that he 
exiſted with God before he was ſent into the 
world? As little can we infer from Chriſt being 
ſent by. God as his Son, that he exiſted with him 
in that character from all eternity. John was 
formed by God in his mother's womb, ſanctified by 
his Spirit, and ſent by God into the world at his 
birth, and then by his public miniſtry: Thus alſo 
was Chriſt his Lord. As the divine Word, he had 
exiſted with God in the ſame eſſence from eter- 
nity. By a divine generation or incarnation of 
him in the virgin's womb, be of God became 
God man; and he that was the Word of God in 
bis divine, became alſo the Son of God in his com- 
plex, Perſon. He exiſted in the womb during the 
roper period. He came into the world by his 
birch, as this ſame Evangeliſt tells us all men do. 
John i. 9. And having come into the world at his 
birth, he was ſent in his public character about 
thirty years thereafter at his baptiſm, e by a 
ö | kuller 
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fuller communication of the Holy Spirit, he was 
called to the public diſcha 17 of his high office; 
on which account chiefly, like the prophets that 
were typical of him, he is ſaid to be ſent into the 
world. In this complex perſon and mediatory cha- 
' Fa&ter, was he foretold to be ſent. Thus Meſſiah is 
Penny repre tus ſaying," + The Lord 
God and his Spirit hath ſent me. a. xlviti: 16. 
„ The Spirit of the Lord is upon me, becauſe he 
% hath anointed me to preach glad tidings unto the 
% meek; he hath ſent me to bind up the broken- 
% hearted.” /a. Ixi. x. which clearly relate to his 
Perſon a« Immanuel. In this complex Perſon he is 
affirmed to be ſent, and fo is unifornfly held forth, 
as the Son of God. Thus, is God ſaid to ſend forth 
his Son ; it is immediately added, that this Son was 
& made (or born) of a woman“ Gal. iv. 4. Is 
he ſaid to bring his firſt-begotten' into the world, 
Heb. i. 6. it is added, that he then enjoined all the 
angels to worſhip him; implying that this Son was 
the Word incarnate, and born into the world; 
and his Son only as incarnate; for as the Word 
all things and the angels were made by him; he 
Was in the world, and was worſhipped from the 
beginning; but now that he is brought into the 
world in another character, they are directed to 
give him the ſame worſhip as God-man, God's 
begotten Son, which they had given him as 
God. John had taught, both in the beginning 
of his goſpel, and of this epiſtle ; that Chriſt be- 
came the Son of God, when the eternal Word 
was made fleſh, and appeared in the world. Ac- 
cordingly every ſentence of this Apoſtle, which 
Mr. Gib here adduces to prove Chriſt to be ſent 
in his divine, ſhews him to be ſent in his complex 
Perſon. Thus, fays he, God ſent his only-be- 
„ potten Son into the world, that we might live 
« through him hat he might be the propitiation 


us 


- 0 
4e for our fins——andto bethe Saviourof the world;”' 
all which clearly deſcribe him in his complex Per- 
ſon, and ſo demonſtrate him in that Perſon to. be 
the Son of God. 1 int” 4507+ e 
| Ma. G1s ſubjoins to this argument theſe: 
words of the apoſtle, eb. i. 1. where, ſpeak- 
ing of the Son of Gog,: he ſays, that by him. God 
made the worlds. From this Mr. Gib would infer 
that he was actually Son of God when the worlds 
were created by him: But by the fame reaſaning, 
might he infer from that other paſlage of the ſame 
apoltle, God created all things by Jeſus Chriſt, © 
Eph. iii. 9. that he, was actually Jeſus Chriſt, or 
the Second Perſon of the Godhead incarnate, born 
of a Virgin, and {ent as the Methab, when he cre- 
ated all things. The truth is, that the Perſon of 
the don of God comprehends the divine Word, by 
v hom all thiags were created, and a human na- 
ture, making him in this Complex Perſon the Son: 
of God and Saviour of the world; and.ſo what- 
ever was done by him before his incarnation or 
after it, is aſcribed to his genera} Perlon as the Son. 
And if Mr. Gib had conſidered this chapter with 
oper attention, he would have ſound the whole of 
it a demontitration, that in this his Perſonas God man, 
and in this Per ſon only, is j eſus Chriſt the Son of God. 


X. The laſt paſſage of ſcripture which Mr. Gib 
hath brought to prove the ſubſiſtence of the Se- 
cond Perſon in the Godhead: by generation, is, 
x John v. 7. There are three that bear record in: 
heaven; the Father, the Mord, aud the Holy Ghoſt < 
and theſe three are one. 
It is an evidence either of a bad cauſe, or of a bad 
caſuiſt, when the arguments which he adduces, in 
place of confirming his doctrine, clearly confute it. 
Of this we have had many inſtances in Mr. Gib's 
former arguments, and we” have now. another * 
. this, 


this concluding one. The great truth here decla» 
red to be atteſted to is, that Je/us is the Son of” 
God. That we might not miſtake the Perſon, of 
Whom this high character is predicated, the apoſtle 
expreſsly affirms, that this Son of God: is He 
who came by water and blood, even Jeſus Chrift, who. 
having been conceived and born into the world as 
Immanuel the Son of God; appeared- more fully 
in this character at his baptiſm, when he entered. 
on his public miniſtry for our ſalvation, and at his 
| luaſt ſufferings and death, when he accompliſhed it, 
and who on all theſe occaſions, and by the gifts of 
the divine Spirit he was endowed with, received: 
from God; and exhibited: to men the moſt. convin-- 
cing proofs that he-was the Son of God and Savi- 
our of the world. To this moſt important trurh: 
three evidences are mentioned as bearing witneſs. I 
on earth; the Spirit, the water, and the blood. 
bree witneſſes alſo are mentioned to be in bea- 
* ven; the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt: 
4 Chriſt is here repreſented in two characters, the 
Word and the Son; the Word, as he co-exiſts with. 
the other Perſons in the ſame Godhead, and the 
Son as he was born and appeared in our nature on. 
Th earth; the Word as he is a witneſs, the Word made . 
„ fleſh or Son as he is witneſſed unto; the Word | 
| as eflentially connected with God in heaven; 
the Son as converſant in human nature with men 
on earth; the Word, in ſhort, in his divine, the Son 
of God in his complex or mediatorial Perſon. The 
Firſt Perſon therefore is here called the Father; 
becauſe the Second was now incarnate, and had 
x appeared as his Son. As this is the truth to be at- 
5 teſted to, the Second Perſon is here t 1mm 


as a witnels, not in his filial character as God-man; 


for in this character he would not be purely a di- 
vine and heavenly Witneſs, as the other perſons 
were, and as the whole witneſſes are affirmed to be l 
2 . anc 
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and would alſo bear witneſs of himſelf, in the ve: 
ry ſame Perſon, contrary to what he ſays, John 
v. 31. But he is repreſented, like the other divine 
Perſons, in his divine perſonal character alone. 
In this divine perſonality he is called, not the Son, 
but the Word: And as the co-eſſential Word, he: 
concurs with the other divine Perſons in witneſs-- 
ing, that as the divine Word-incarnate, by a divine 
neration, he is the Son of God and Saviour of 
the World. It is evident then that the apoſtle: 
makes a diſtinction between Chriſt as Second Per- 
ſon in the Godhead; and as he is Son of God: In: 


his divine perſonality he calls him the Word; as | 


the Word incarnate he calls him the Son. So he 
declares in his Goſpel,.—““ The Word was made 
„ fleſh, and dwelt amongſt us, and we beheld his 


* glory as of the-only-begotten of the Father.“ 
John i. 14. And ſo here he reprefents him in his 


divine Perſqa as the Word, bearing witneſs with. 


the other Perſons in the Godhead, that in his in- 


carnate Perſonality he is the Son of God. It is 
eaſy then to ſee, in oppoſition to Mr. Gib, that 
the Firſt Perfon in the Godhead might there be 


called the Father, andis fo called, without imply- 


ing that the Second Perfon, till incarnate, is the 
| Son, It is eaſy to ſee, that the term Word here 


denotes Chriſt's divine Perſon, as a Subſiſtence in 
the Godhead; and the term Sen his mediatorial 
Perſon, as Immanuel the Saviour; for as Mr Gib 
is obliged to own, when he is x gn of in his di. 


vine Perſon alone, he is exprefsly called; not the 


Son, but the Word; and when he is ſpoke of in 
his complex Perſon as the divine Word made fleſh, 


even Jeſus Chriſt who came by water and bloodj 
he is called not the Word, but the Son. Soithat © 
buy Mr. Gib's explication of them, the moſt ee 


 fiſtent ſenſe of theſe precious words, and of the 
whole paſfage, muſt „ Co bur by the ex- 


plication, 
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wich themſelves, and with the whole tenour 
4 revelation as to this ar icle is preſerved, and they 
Join in the general evidence, that Jeſus Chriſt, as the 
eternal Word incarnate, and on %s. mente, is 
the Son of God... 
Bauch are the texts of be e Mr. Gib bach 
adduced to prove, that the Second Perſon in the 
do- eſlential and co-equal Trinity is not equally .. 
ſelf-exiſtent as the F irſt. Perſon, but that he exiſts 
only by generation, and is the, Son of God from 
eternity in this ſenſe... TI bave examined theſe texts 
in order, and from the ſcope of the paſſages. * 
which they are taken, from the natural and ſcrip- 
tural ſignification of their words, and from the 
application” made of them by the other inſpired 
Writers, have endeavoured carefully and candidly 
to aſcertain, their meaning. And naw, upon a re- 
view of the whole, I muſt make theſe following ob- 
ſervations : ½, That Mr. Cib hath brought no 
direct evidence, not even one ſingle text, that af. 
firms the Second Perſon in the Trinity to be be-- 
gotten from eternity by the Firſt Perſon; or that 
he owes his ſubſiſtence in the Godhead to any ſuch: 
generation. 24d, That of the paſſages of ſeripture 
which Mr. Gib hath CNET as his. indiredt exi- 
' dence of his doctrine, ſome relate wholly to Chriſt 
as the eternal Word, but give not the ſmalleſt in- 
timation of his being from eternity a Son: They. 
repreſent him as a co-eternal perſonal Subliſtence 
in the Godhead, but never 5s a generated divine 
Perſon ; and fo are proofs of his eternal divinity; 
but no proofs of his eternal Sonſhip : Nay, being 
totally ſilent on that head, and unſupported by 
any direct evidence of that opinion, are rather pre- 
ſumptions againſt it. 34, That all thoſe paſſages 
which any ways mention Chriſt as Son of God, or 
et him in this character, explained accord- 
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: in place of being proofs, they are confutations 
of Mr. Gib's doctrine, and in place of being con- 
futations of my explication of our Saviour's Son- 
mip, they are the cleareſt confirmations of it. They 
unanimoufly hold forth our bleſſed Saviour to be 
Son of God, as he is the glorious Immanuel, the 
co- eſſential Word made fleth' by a divine genera- 
tion, and ſhew us what all ſcripture declares, and 
the very nature of the ſubject not a little con- 
firms, That the generation affirmed of Chriſt in 
feripture, gives not exiſtence-or ſubſiſtence to his 
divine Perſon in the Godhead, but gives perſonal 
union and ſubſiſtence to that divine ſelf-exiſtent 
Perſon with his human nature in his incarnation, 
making him, in his divine perſonality, God's co- 
eſſential, co- equal, ſelf-exiſtent Word, and as this 
divine Word thus incarnate—his begotten on. 


Along with this firſt part, I meant to have 
publiſhed alſo - what relates to the other par of 
the plan I have propoſed: But on ſecond thoughts 
bave reſolved to delay theſe publications at preſent, 
The principal thing in controverſial divinity is 
| 555 ſeripture- evidence by which the different opi- 
nions are feſpectively ſupported. If any of them 
Want this, every farther refutation of them is 
ſuperfluous; if they have this, the moſt virulent 
and vile miſrepreſentation of them hurts only the 
opponent himſelf, but not the truth he oppoles. 
I have nothing in view but the honour of my 
divine Maſter, by giving him that ſupreme ſelf-ex- 
iſtent divinity equal in all reſpects with any other 
Perſon in the Godhead which the ſcripture 4 ves 
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bim and by aſcribing to him, as Immanuel, that 
4 1 Sonſhip 3 conſiſtent with his 
ſelf· exiſtent divine Perſon, which the ſcripture aſ- 
cribes to him. The more I have conſulted the 8a- 
cred Oracles, the more I am convinced they teſ- 
tify theſe things of Chriſt; and the more I have 
conſidered this-explication of his Sonſhip, the more 
I am convinced that it conſiſts beſt with ſcripture, . ; 
and with his all- perfect divinity, that it places that 
great truth on its natural and ſcriptural founda» 
tion, and raiſes it above all the attacks to which, 
by other explications of his Sonſhip, it has long 
been expoſed. Should any perſon place this great 
article in a light more agreeable to ſcripture, more 
honouring to Chriſt, or more comforting to the 
Chriſtian, I ſhould rejoice in the diſcovery; as F 
have no object but the diſcovery of truth, and wiſh - 
to follow divine truth wherever by evidence of 
ſcripture ſhe appears to lead. And if Mr. Gib, or 
any other perſon, will treat this ſubject as a gen- 
tleman, a divine, and a Chriſtian, upon the auto 
rity of ſcripture; I will meet him on that ground 
Whenever he pleaſes. But if Antichriſtian preju- 
dice and paſſion have the place of the Chriſtian 
ſpirit, faith, and temper ; and miſrepreſentation . * 
he place of fair and candid reaſoning on princi- 
ples of ſcripture, 1 ſhall be obliged, either to paſs . 
over ſuch writers in ſilent pity of their perſons 
and contempt of their performances, or to place 
them in that point of view they ſhall be found ts 
deſerve. 59 5 15 * 
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